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3 Ep. Jae. 9, Io. 


I wrote unto the Church: but DroTRE- 
PHES, Who loveth to have the pre-emi- 
nence among them, receiveth us not. 
Wherefore if I come, I will remember 
his deeds which he doeth, prating againſt 
us with malicious words: and not content 
therewith, neither doth be himſelf receive 


the brethren, and forbiddeth them that 


would, and caſteth them out of the 
Church, 


the 
A 
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THE SEkCOND EDITION 
OF A 


LETTER to the Rev. Dr. ADAMS, Sc. 


SIX. 


OU will probably wonder to hear 

0 from me again, as J had, in my 
former addreſs, expreſſed my in- 

tention to proceed no further in this Con- 
troverſy. But I had not ſeen the ſecond 
Edition of your Letter to the Rev. Dr. 
Adams, till that was nearly printed. The 
additions therein made have forced me, 
very much againſt my inclination, to 
take up my pen again, in order to vin- 
dicate the Dr. from. the further aſper- 
ſions you. have thrown upon him; and 
to defend, as far as I am able, ſome im- 
portant doctrines of the Goſpel and the 
Church of England, from your additional 


1 | miſ- 
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miſrepreſentations. In the former addreſs, 
I made ſome allowances for the haſte in 
which you wrote your letter to the Dr. as 
it ſtood in the firſt edition, and imputed 
ſome inſtances of acrimony to that, But 
your fecond edition ſhows, that time 
does not cool the ardour of your ſpirit, 
nor moderate the ſeverity of your lan- 
guage, where your favourite Tenets and 
Preachers are concerned. You have now 
had (if I may uſe your own words con- 
cerning the Dr. p. 42, which confirm this 
remark) a conſiderable time “ to cook 
up your ſecond edition for the Preſs :” 
and tho' I am not much ſolicitous about 
te the flovenly garb in which it appears, 


nor the want of method, tautology, and 


inaccuracies of grammar” which are to be 
found in it: yet J hoped, that a little Re- 
flection would have made you more mild 


in your cenſures and temperate in your 


language. But you really wax worſe and 


worſe, and prove the truth of what the 


Dr. hath obſerved, that © men, whoſe paſ- 


ſions are ſtronger than their reaſon, will 


be guilty of exceſs in religion as well as in 
other things. A zeal for Opinions fre- 
quently makes men conclude 7heir own 

cauſe 
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cauſe to be the cauſe of God. Where 
men are, as 1s frequent, divided into Parties 
by Opinion, their prejudices will be heigh- 
tened by pride and reſentment. They 
will hearken greedily to every thing that 
favours their Syſtem, and be obſtinately 
deaf to every thing that oppoſeth it.”* 

Your advice in the Dedication to me, 
and my fellow-pariſhioners, is indeed ex- 
cellent, and I thank you for it : * Receive 
nothing upon man's authority ; weigh e- 
very thing you hear in the balance of 
God's unerring word ; bring it to the Law 
and to the Teſtimony : above all, be care- 
ful not to ſearch the Scriptures by halves, 
nor without earneſt Prayer, &c.“ I hope 
we ſhall take the ſeaſonable advice you 
have added, not to be affrighted by bug- 
bear names;” and ſhall not think the worſe 
of our Miniſter, for the bug-bear names 
which you ſo plentifully beſtow upon him 


and his doctrines. You adviſe us to re- 


member that © it is no proof of the truth 
of any doctrine, that either great names or 
multitudes are found to be the abettors of 
it,” I hope we ſhall remember this alſo, 
and not be influenced in our judgment of 


- Eſſay againſt 2 p. 64, 101. 3d Ed. 6 
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the Scriptures by the great names of the 
Reformers and Compilers of the Liturgy, 
nor by the great and majeſtick name of 
James I. in his declaration prefixed to 
the Articles; nor by the great names of 
the proteſtant Churches abroad; but ſhall 
fairly ſearch our Bibles with attention, 
impartiality and prayer, as you and our 
Church direct us to do: eſpecially ſince 


ſhe reminds us with a truly maternal cau- 


tion, (Article xix.) that ſome renowned 
Churches © have erred, not only in Cere- 
monies but matters of Faith.” And that 
« even general Councils (which contain 
more in number and are ſuppoſed to have 
higher authority than a few Reformers 
or an Eugliſſu Convocation) may err and 
ſometimes have erred, even in things 
pertaining to God,” (Art. xxi.) and there- 
fore we are not to follow her implicitly. 

I have no more doubt than you have 
P. 5. Ed. 2. that Dr. Adams © read and 
couſidered the word of God with attenti- 
on before he entered into the Miniſtry ; and 


that he alſo firmly believed that all the 


fandamental truths of the Scriptures were 
contained in the articles, homilies, and li- 
teegy of the Church of England. But that 

he 
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he believed thoſe articles, &c. to be, in 
the ſenſe of the Compilers, in every reſpect 
and point agreeable to the Word of God is 
another thing, and not neceſſarily implied 
in his ſubſcription and aſſent to them. 

The queſtion is, what is the ſenſe, 
which the Church of England now puts 
upon theſe articles, It is not ſo eaſy to 
determine who is the Church. But it 


ſeems reaſonable that we ſhould form 


our judgment of her ſenſe, from the 
writings and preaching of the Governours 
and Dignitaries of it. The Rulers of the 
State, conſidered as a Body, appear to be 


in the ſame ſentiments with them, by the 


perſons they promote to the firſt Dignities 
in the Church, and by their allowing a 
ſenſe to be put upon the articles different 
from that of the Compilers, and which 
from hence may be ſuppoſed to be their 
own ſenſe of them, So that it ſeems pret- 


ty clear, that the ſenſe of the preſent Church 


of England concerning theſe points, is dif- 
ferent from the ſenſe of the Church two 
Centuries ago. The Church toreſore 
and the Dr. may be of accord, p. 7.” It 
may be faid, if this is the Caſe, why are not 
the terms of miniſterial conformity alter- 


ed ? 
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ed? Dr. Adams hath obſerved, S. p. 35 
note, that © there have been, and may ſtill 
ſubſiſt, many difficulties in the way of at- 
tempting this alteration in our national 
Church.” The zealous and blind attach- 
ment of multitudes to every thing, which 
hath been long eſtabliſhed, may prevent the 
Legiſlature from repealing ſome injurious 
Statutes, and changing oaths, ſubſcripti- 
tions and forms, which they eſteem an 
infringement upon the rights of conſcience, 
and detrimental to the true intereſt of 
Church and State. They may think it 
better to allow a ſeeming or real contra- 
diction to them, without legally animad- 
verting upon it, than to run the hazard of 
diſturbing the peace of both by the at- 
tempt. There was a remarkable inſtance 
of this in Ireland in the year 1745: Dur- 
ring the Rebellion the aſſiſtance of the 
Preſbyterians, who are numerous and 
wealthy in the north of Ireland, was much 
wanted, eſpecially to ſerve as officers in 
the Militia, The Parliament of Ireland 
did not think it prudent at that time, to 
remove their legal incapacity, ariſing from 
the /acramental Teſt ; but came to this u- 
nanimous reſolution, © that ſuch of the 


Pro- 
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Proteſtant Diſſenters, as had accepted Com- 
miſſions in the Militia, or acted under the 


Commiſſions of Array, had thereby done 


good ſervice to his Majeſty and their Coun- 
try ; and that any perſon who ſhall com- 


- mence any proſecution againſt any Proteſ- 


tant, who hath accepted of, or ſhall accept 
of, or act under, ſuch Commiſſions, ſhall be 
deemed an enemy to his Majeſty, and a 
friend to the Pretender. Nor doth “ every 
man, who hath been witneſs to Dr. Adams's 
declaration neceſſarily conclude, that he is 
fully perſuaded of the ſtrict harmony there 
is between the ſacred oracles of truth 
and the Articles, Homilies, and Liturgy” 
in the ſenſe put upon them by the Com- 
pilers and Reformers. I am perſuaded 


that the generality of the Laity, who think 


of theſe matters at all, conſider ſubſerip- 
tions and declarations in a different light, 
even as agreeing with the preſent Church 
of England in her ſenſe of them. Nor 
do they view Dr. Adams and others of dif- 
ferent Sentiments from you, in the odious 


- light, in which you paint them. 


You have added, p. 9, that © he eſ- 
teems it an erroneous doctrine to main- 
tain, that man ſtands in need of a Re- 

deemer 
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deemer of inriniTE DIGNITY to atone 
for his fins:” And this you repeat again, 
p. 34, 40. But a perſon may firmly be- 
lieve, that depraved ſinful man ſtands in 
need of a Satisfaction or Atonement to 
be made for him, by ſome glorious Per- 
ſon or Being, appointed of God his of- 
fended Sovereign, without ſeeing that he 
ſtands in need of a Redeemer of infinite 
Dignity: he cannot therefore be ſaid to 


deny the Atonement of Chriſt, Dr. Clark 


hath well vindicated the Atonement of 
Chriſt in his freatiſe of revealed Religion, 
and ſeveral of his Sermons. A judicious 
defence of that Doctrine entitled Jeſus 
Chrift the Mediator, &c. was written by 
one Tomkins, an Arian; which defence, 
a noted writer in favour of the commonly 
received opinion concerning the Trinity 


repreſents, as a valuable and excellent Trea- 


tiſe. Nothing appears to me plainer, than 
that a perſon may belicve “ original fn, 
the divinity of Chriſt, and the atonement 
which he made” p. 10, and yet not ſee 
the neceſlity of the Redeemer's being a 
perſon of infinite dignity. If that phraſe 
be underſtood in its natural proper ſenſe, 
one would think it could only refer to 


the 
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the only true, ſupreme and infinite God, 
who could not poſſibly ſuffer and die,* But 
doth the Scripture any where expreſsly 
ſay, that it is Self-exiſtence, ſupreme God- 
head, or Equality with the Father, that 
alone can make Chriſt a proper and ſuffi- 
cient atonement for fin ? Where doth the 
text ſtand ? The above-mentioned writers 
allow, that the Lord Jeſus Chriſt was ſo 
glorious a Being, and poſſeſſed of ſuch 
Dignity, as to be employed by the Father 
in creating the World and its Inhabitants. 
Is there not then Dignity, Worth, and 
Merit in the maker, ſufficient to redeem 
the work of his own hands ? The Scrip- 
ture no where annexeth the Idea of Infinite 
to the Doctrine of Satisfaction. 

Your note [E] p. 10, is indeed very ex- 
traordinary. You begin it with (what in 
the Dr's. caſe you call, p. 18, © a ſoit of 
triumphal challenge,” © defying him to 
- prove that his principles now are or ever 
have been tolerated by Law in any Nation 
under Heaven.“ A modeſt Reader (as 
the Dr. hath obſerved concerning Mr. 

* Yet Mr. Romaine aſſerted at St. Chad's that he 


did: and probably this was 0..e of the more excepti- 
onable Tenets to which Dr. Adams referred, 


$ Hume 
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Hume*) can ſcarce look ſuch aſſurance as 
this in the face: he will be apt to miſtruſt 


bis own apprehenſion, and think there is 


more in theſe big words than he readily 
ſees. The firſt reading gave me ſuſpicions 
of this kind ; but, having recovered my- 
ſelf, and taken courage tg review them, 
fear not to aſſert and prove the con- 
trary.“ By bis Principles, J ſuppoſe you 
mean the Arian, Pelagian, Socinian, and 
Arminian Tenets, agreeable to your ac- 
count of them in your Appendix; with 
what juſtice I will not here enquire. The 
expretiion tolerated by law, is a little am- 
biguous: but that theſe Tenets have been 
embraced, countenanced and propagated 
by great multitudes of learned and emi— 


nent men is notorious; and that they were 


tolerated at various times and in many 


places is equally ſo.—-You have undoub- 


tedly read of the valt ſpread of Arianiſin; 
inſomuch that one of the Fathers ſays, 
e the whole World wondered to ſee itſelf 
become Arian.” Several of the Emperors 


eſpouſed, eſtabliſhed, and defended it. The 
*anaals in Africa, the Spaniards, Burgun- 


* Eflay p. 16. 3d Ed. 
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dians, and Suevi maintained its principles. 
In ſhort, Africa and Italy were almoſt 
entirely Arian in the ſixth Century. From 
that time to the preſent day, Tenets near- 


ly reſembling thoſe of the ancient Arians, 
and quite different from what you would 


N call the orthodox Faith, are held by the 
Neſtorians, Armenians, and other Chriſtians 


who are numerous in Ala and Africa, 
eſpecially Abyſſinia, and have no Laws to 
cenſure and controul them. I may in this 
connection mention Rſſia and the whole 
Greek Church, who differ from the Nicene 


and Athanaſian Creeds and yet their Te- 
_ nets are tolerated, yea eſtabliſhed : and the 


Greeks and Armenians are tolerated to this 
day at Venice, and many other places. 

As to the Pelagians; tho' the Set as 
called by that name was ſoon extinguiſhed, 
yet there aroſe another in the fifth Century, 
called Sem:-pelagians, who differed from 
what you call the Doctrines of the Church 
of England. Their principles the Greeks 
and the eaſtern Chriſtians embraced, and 
fill firmly adhere to them: and fo theſe 


may properly be ſaid to be tolerated by 


law. As to the Socinians, they were 
eſtabliſhed in Poland, A. D. 1600, under 


8 the 
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the toleration and protection of a noble 
Pole, in whole Diſtrict they had a Church 


and Univerſity, as well as in other places 
of that Kingdom: and when they were 
expciled from thence, it was more for 
being Pro/e/iants than Secintans, and thro' 
the growing power of the Papiſts. Their 
principles made their way into Tranſyl- 
Dani A. D. 1563, The Prince, and 
the preateſt part of the Nobility, of that 
Province, eſpouſed their.cauſe ; and a pri- 
\vilege was allowed them to profeſs and 
propagate their Doctrines in a publick 
manner. Under the ſucceſſive Dukes of 
Tranſyvania the ſame liberty was allowed 
them. To this Day they profeſs their 
Religion publickly in that Province, and 
their Churckes and Seminaries of Learn- 
ing are protected by law and the faith of 
certain Treaties. They had for a while an 
Eſtabliſhment in Germany and Denmark, 
by the toleration of the King of Denmark, 
the Duke of Holſlein and the Elector-Pa- 
latine in the laſt Century. Many of this 
Sect were afterwards incorporated with the 
General-Baptiſis and the Collegiants, who 
are ſtill tolerated in Holland. We now 


come to the Arminians, who from the 


firſt 
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firſt had, and ſtill have, a Church in the 


Dutchy of Holſtein under the protection 
of the Duke. They are tolerated in Hel- 
land, having thirty four Churches and 
eighty four Paſtors, and places of Educa- 
tion for their Students. Tho' that Com- 


munity, which makes an external profeſ- 


fon of their peculiar Docttines, is thought 
to be on the decline, yet they ſpread daily, 
infect many of the Paſtors of the eſta- 
bliſhed Churches of Holland and Ger- 


many; and the votaries of thoſe Docttines 


in Geneva and many parts of Switzerland 
are certainly very numerous. King Tames 


1. (you have told us) ſent five eminent 


Divines to the Synod of Dort, where the 


DoErines of Arminius were condemned: 


Yet ſcarce had theſe Divines returned, but 
the King, together with the greateſt part 
of the epiſcopal Clergy, diſcovered in the 
ſtrongeſt terms their diſlike of the pro- 


ceedings of this Synod, and judged the 


Sentiments of Arminius relating to the Di- 
vine Decrees preferable to thoſe of Calvin; 
and the Clergy's preaching thoſe Tenets 
was allowed, There is another cir— 
cumſtance, which deſerves, in this con- 
nection, peculiar attention. In the laſt 

| Century 
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Century a form of Doctrine called the 
Conſenſus agreeable to the principles of 
Calvin, and the articles of the Church of 
England, received the authority of ſome 
Magiſtrates in Sw:/2erland, and the Clergy 
were required to ſubſcribe it. But A. D. 
1686 the Canton of Baj, thro' the ſoli- 
citation of many of the Clergy and of 
the Elector of Brandenburg, abrogated this 
form. Others ſay, that it was not abro- 
gated by a poſitive Edict, but no Subſcrip- 
tion to it Was required from the Clergy or 
Candidates for the Miniſtry, It met with 
the ſame fate at Geneva, 1706, and there 
is an admirable ſpeech of Dr. Turretine 
in defence of its being laid aſide, in Chand- 
lers Caſe of Subſcriptions. In 1718 the 
aſſent of the Clergy in the Canton of Berne 
to the Conſenſus, was again required by the 
Magiſtrates. As no demand of that kind 
had been made for a long time, warm 
conteſts aroſe about it. King George I. and 
the States General interpoſed to terminate 


the diſſention; and with ſuch ſucceſs, that 


this formulary loſt much of its credit and 
authority, and is now in diſuſe, —-So that 
on the whole, I think it may be juſtly 
faid, that what you call Dr. Adams's Te- 

nets. 
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nets are tolerated in Sw:7zerland and even 
Geneva itſelf, More particulars relating 
to the eſtabliſhment or toleration of each 
of theſe Sets, may be found in the ecclefi- 
aſtical Hiſtorians, eſpecially in Moſbeim. I 
am ſorry to take up ſo much of my Readers 
time on this ſubject: but I was willing to 
ſhow them, how little dependance there is to 
be had on your confident aſſertions and the 
aſperſions which you ground upon them. 

Tou ſay p. 10, that © you can produce 
Examples without number, of the abhor- 
rence with which his Tenets have always 
been received, ever ſince the planting of 
Chriſtianity.” But I think you mult paſs 
over at leaſt two Centuries, before you can 
produce one. The account have juſt given 
of the reception, ſpread, and toleratisn of 
_ thoſe Tenets, will ſhow how unjuſtly you 
aſſert p. 62, that * Dodtrines, the reverſe 
of thoſe, have ever been eſteemed the lead- 
ing principles of Religion ; that the whole 
catholic Church hath unanimouſly condem- 
ned the denial of them, and would not e- 
ven allow the deniers the name of Chriſti- 
an, Sc.“ At the end of your Note, p. 11, 
you add, that “ the Doctrines contained 
in Dr. Adams's Sermon have altays been 
| | deemed 
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deemed worthy of publick cenſure.” 'This 
aſſertion I have plainly diſproved. But ſup- 
poling it were true, this doth not evince 
their falſhood. Will not the ſame Argu- 
ment prove the truth of all the Tenets of 
Popery or the Koran? For all the doctrines 
that contradict them, have been deemed by 
Papiſis and Mahometans wotthy of publick 


cenſure. To argue the truth of a doctrine, 


becauſe the many embrace it, or to deny 


its truth, becauſe they reject it, is abſurd, 


The Papiſis make this one mark of their 
being the true Church, via. Amplitude, 


and the multitude and variety of Believers 


which are in it.” This Argument would be 
as ſtrong in favour of Mahometaniſm, and 
ſtronger in behalf of Paganiſm. - Your 
argument rather proves, that Dr. Adams's 
Tenets are true. When the Truth is 
propoſed with the greateſt clearneſs and the 
greateſt advantage, its votaries, at all times 
and in all places, have been but few. But 
who-ever will ſtand up on the fide of Er- 
ror, how-ever wild and abſurd his opini- 
ons and conduct may be, he will hardly 
fail of obtaining adherents.“ All the World 
wondered after the Beaſt, Rev. xiii. 3. 
* Newtor (of Olney's) Review of Eccl. Hiſt. p. 348. 
In 
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In p. 13, you quote a paſſage from 
the Dr's Sermon p. 40, [Ed. 2d, p. 39] 
and ſuppoſe by the expreſſion of an obſcure 
light, he means the Scripture, and ſay, 
« you cannot otherwiſe make any ſenſe of 
what he hath advanced.” The Dr's words 
are, © let us ever interpret the more difficult 

paſſages of Scripture by thoſe that are clear 
and evident, Let us not wreſt thoſe into 
Articles of faith; or with his obſcure light 
in our hands, preſume to enter into the 
. counſels of providence.” But I appeal 
to the common ſenſe of every candid 
reader, whether by this ob/cure light the 
Dr. did not mean, the more diffcult paſo 
ſages of Scripture and not the Scripture 
itſelf. The whole Sermon proves this. 
Now thoſe diſſicult paſſages are compara- 
tively an obſcure light; or elſe there 
would not have been ſo much contro- 
verſy between learned and pious men a- 
bout them. But you ſeem willing to put 
the worſt interpretation on this paſlage, 
to lay a foundation for that illiberal ſneer, 
with which the note concludes. Would 
any one but you think the following paſ- 
ſage very obſcure and intricated; which 
ſeems exactly parallel to the Doctor's: 
| D * 
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« When we have diſputed and contend- 
ed till we are weary, and wrangled the 


Church into flames and aſhes, yet that 


which God hath ſpoken ob/curely and ſo 
left difficult in itſelf, will remain difficult 
ſtill; and that which is d:ficult thro' the 
weakneſs and incapacity of unlearned 
men, will be far better cleared by a rati- 
onal explication than by a Canon. O 
that the Lord may perſuade us not to be 
wiſe above what is written, but to ac- 
knowledge that, which is unrevealed in 


the word to be beyond us, and that which 


is more darkly revealed to be more doubt- 
ful to us!” 

In note [VI p. 20, you ſay, © the Dr. 
will not affert, that all, or any, are re- 
ſtored, by Chriſt's obedience, from na- 
tural death to natural life again.“ But is 
not this the very thing which the Dr. 
aſſerts? © As by the firſt man's diſobedi- 
ence all men became mortal, ſo by the 
obedience of Chriſt, the weight of this 


ſentence is removed, and all are reſtored to 


life again.” He adds S. p. 33, [Ed. 2d, 
p. 32] * And to the hope of a happy 
immortality,” Adam forfeited life by his 
diſobedience: all his poſterity in conſe- 
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quence of his fall are liable to natural 
death. In conſequence of Chriſt's obedi- 

ence, they ſhall all be raiſed to life again. 
If they do not value and improve the 
hope of a happy immortality, and in con- 
ſequence do not riſe to eternal life, the 
fault is their own, They riſe to life: 
whether it may be called natural life 
or no, is a queſtion about a word. And it 
ſeems to me, that by a kind of quibble, 
you reduce him firſt to an abſurdity, and 
then charge him with inconſiſtency. 

I almoſt repent that, in my former ad- 
| dreſs, I deſired you to try your hand at 
_ reaſoning ; ſince I perceive what a poor 
hand you have at it. The Dr. ſays, © let 
me aſk, if we have not the power of do- 
ing good, have we the power of doing 


evil? But this power cannot be without 


the other.” Let us now ſee how you 
begin, p. 23, © what reaſoning is this for 
the great Champion of all reafoners ?” It 
is plain you do not intend this as a com- 


pliment to the Dr. but a ſneer. And by 


what authority or on what foundation, 
you Honour him with this title, appears 
not. I preſume you do not call this rea- 
ſening. Now let us ſee how yau do rea- 
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5 fon, © You might as well have aſked, 
lb whether a ſtone has not the property of 
i ſwimming, becauſe it has that of finking, 
„ and then ſay, that the one cannot be 
ll, without the other; for the heart of man 
| | as naturally follows its own corrupt bias, 
i as a ſtone finks when thrown into the 
1 Water.” Were you to aſk the loweſt 
5 mechanic or labourer in the pariſh, whe- 
J ther there was any difference between the 
ii powers of a ſtone, a piece of lifeleſs, 
1 inactive, inſenſible matter, and of a human 
I creature, a rational ſoul, and a moral 
„5 agent; if he did not inſult you for the 
4 affront offered to his underſtanding, he 
I would ſecretly pity the weakneſs of 


yours. Is there any compariſon between 


(| theſe two objects? A ſtone, ſtrictly 
1 ſpeaking, hath neither /e property of 
4 ſinking nor ſwimming. It ſinks meerly 
if thro' the attraction or impulſion of gra- 
9 vity, not by any innate of acquired pro- 
Wl perty or power. But is Man ſuch a 
| creature? Hath not God made him high- 
| er and wiſer than the ſtones or the beaſts? 


Hath he not yet wiſdom, underſtanding, 
and liberty of choice, notwithſtanding 
i his corrupt bias? Beſides, you beg the 
"i queſtion 
| 


( 82 3 


queſtion, when you take it for granted, 
that this bias is ſo ſtrong, that he can- 
not move in the leaſt towards God and 
Heaven. Thus is denied, and this you 
were to prove. Reaſon, Experience and 
Scripture concur to ſhow, that man hath 
ſome power to turn his thoughts to this 
or the other Subject, and to do good or 
evil Actions. If he hath not a natural 


power to do good; if his corrupt bias 


draws him irreſiſtibly to do evil, juſt as 
Gravity forces a Stone downwards, it is 


moſt plain that he cannot be guilty of 


ſin. For as Dr. Adams hath obſerved, 
nothing is, or can be, morally good or 
evil, but what is voluntary and the effect 
of choice ; or elſe a Stone might be called 
a good or evil Agent, as well as a Man. 
If Free to evil and not free to good, be not 


a contradiction in terms, I ſcarce know | 


what is. As this is an important point, 
let us conſider it a little further. God 
commands men in his word, to ceaſe 
to do evil, and learn to do well; to repent 
and be converted; to conſider and ſhow them- 
ſelves men; to turn themſelves and make 
them new hearts ; to believe in the Lord 


Jeſus Chriſt, &c. &c, Now doth not this 


imply | 
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imply ſomething at leaſt of a power to do 
thus? Let the power be. weakened by a 
corrupt bias and bad habit and cuſtom, yet 
it is not quite loſt ; elſe ſuch exhortations 
would be a ſolemn mockery, Did not St. 
Peter exhort Simon Magus to repent and 
pray, tho' he knew him to be in the bond 
of iniquity ? Do not your favourite preach- 
ers exhort ſinners to. repent and believe, 
to pray for pardoning mercy,” and re- 
newing Grace? I know ſome of them do. 
Doth not this imply, that they believe 
them to have ſome power? Would they 
thus exhort a Stone? How, upon your 
ſuppoſition, are men in a ſtate of trial ? 
Why have they life and death ſet before 
them? If they have no power over their 
own actions, or no direction of that 
power, why are they exhorted and per- 
ſuaded ? how will they be judged at laſt? 
Is not that a ſtrange Tenet, which at once 
defeats all the exhortations of the Bible, 
rendereth the labours of your own preach- 
ers both needleſs and ridiculous, and over- 
throws the grand doctrine of a future 
Judgment? If any, upon your principles, 
become holy and good, it muſt be by 


force, and as that famous Antinomian, Dr. 


Criſp, 


(a3 ) 


Criſp, expreſſeth it, © It is as a Phyſician 
poureth Phyſic down the Patient's throat, 
and ſo it works againſt his will.“ You 
believe that Dr. Adams hath © a ſmat- 
tering of Philoſophy,” p. 23, and it is 
kind in you to allow him that. But from 
your way of reaſoning, it may naturally 
be concluded, that you have ſcarce a 
ſmattering of Divinity or Philoſophy ei- 
ther. I do not deny, nor doth the Dr. 
deny, the neceſſity of the help of divine 
Grace to enlighten and ſanctify the hearts 
of ſinful men. But there is no incon- 
ſiſtency between aſſerting that neceſſity, 
and aſſerting that man hath a natural 
power to do ſomething, to take ſome 
ſteps, towards this bleſſed effect. He may 
have a natural propenſity to evil; yet it 
may not be ſo ſtrong but that he may be 
capable of deſiring, praying, and attempt- 
ing to correct it, and to become wile and 
good: elfe I cannot underſtand the A- 
poſtle's exhortation and motive when he 
ſays, work out your own ſalvation with 
fear and trembling, for it is God who 
worketh in you to will and to do of his 
good pleaſure,” Phil. ii. 12, 13. Vou 
have a natural, or rather an acquired, pro- 
penſity, 


( a4 4 


penſity, to cenſure and malign ſuch men 
as Dr. Adams : yet I am perſuaded you 


have ſome good propenſities in your heart; 


and if I thought you had not a power in 
ſome meaſure to conquer this evil propen- 
lity, provided you ſet about it in time, I 
ſhould never think of addrefling you. 

In your note p. 25——27, you go 
on more dark, and, which is uſually 


the caſe, more confident, in your argu- 


ing and cenſures of the Dr. He had 
ſaid that for greater crimes upon our 
ſincere repentance and amendment we 
ſhall be forgiven, and in ſome degree 
reſtored to favour.” Here you obſerve, 
that © the expreſſion in ſome degree at 
leaſt implies, that if we have been great 
ſinners we ſhall not be entirely reſtored 
to favour.” The Dr. adds, © but for 


the infirmities of nature, the righteouſ- 


neſs of God will make merciful allow- 
ances.”* Then you exclaim, © O ſooth- 
inz ſong to the pride of man, ſuch 
doctrine can never want admirers. But 
in this there 1s not one word of Chriſt.” 
True ; but is there nothing of him in the 


* Exod. xxxiv. 6, 7. Pſalm Ixxviii. 38, 39. 
—til. 8— 15. Heb. iv. 15, 16. & ſim. 


reſt 


„ 

reſt of the Sermon? You know there is, 
and in this very connection too: © that 
pardon and peace are to be obtained thro? 
Chriſt ; that (which, by the way, explains 

what he means by being in ſome degree 
reſtored to favour) not only pardon but 
that latitude of grace and favour, which 
is implied in the Chriſtian ſalvation, that 
is, reſtoring the penitent to the hope of 
heaven and immortality, is always repre- 
| ſented in the writings of the Apoſtles, as 
procured for us by the merits of Chriſt,” 
8. p. 18. Is yours fair reaſoning, or a 
Juſt repreſentation ? I agree with you, that 
e the greateſt ſinners upon their repentance 
and faith ſhall have a full, free, and per- 
fect pardon thro' Chriſt.” But that they 
ſhall “ ſtand as high in the favour of God, 
as the moſt exalted Saint that ever lived,” 
I deny. For the.Scripture faith, that God 
will render to every man according to his 
works ; his deeds ; the fruit of his doings ; 
that every man ſhall receive his own re- 
ward for his own labour ; he that foweth 
bountifully ſhall reap bountifully ; &c.—- 
& God views them (you fay) as they are 
in his Son.” This is too myſterious for 
my comprehenſion, I find no ſuch declara- 
* tion 
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tion in Scripture. This is an Antinomian 
Tenet, and from thence this precious con- 
ſequence hath been drawn, that God 


ſees no fin in his elect, in his people; 
and I heard one of your ſort of preachers 


boldly declare in the pulpit, that © the af- 
fection of Chriſt is not alienated from his 
people by their greateſt provocations;“ 
which was both nonſenſe and blaſphemy. 
May I not more juſtly uſe your exclama- 
tion, „O ſoothing ſong to the wickedneſs 
of man; ſuch doctrine can never want 
admirers.” God ſees men and their true 
characters as they really are. And tho' 
he grants a full pardon to every penitent 
believer, yet thoſe who have been great 
ſinners are not ſo entirely reſtored to fa- 
vour, as to poſſeſs all that peace, conſo- 
lation and joy in the Holy Ghoſt in this 
life, and that meaſure and degree of fu- 
ture felicity, which perſons of leſs degrees 
of guilt and greater attainments in holi- 
neſs, ſhall enjoy. This is all Dr. Adams 
means: and it is impoſſible in the nature 
of things, eſpecially of the ſoul of man, 
and under the moral government of a 
holy God, that it ſhould be otherwiſe,— 
You add, © he looks nat at leſs or greater 
degrees 


4 


degrees of guilt. He loves his people, 
not for their own ſakes, but for the ſake 

of him in whom they are always com- 
_ plete.” What an Idea of the infinitely 
righteous God doth this ſuggeſt! But 
doth not the Scripture moſt plainly de- 
clare, that God loves his people for their 
own ſakes, and ſo far as they are his peo- 
ple? © The righteous Lord loveth righte- 
ouſneſs, his countenance beholdeth the 
upright. He takes pleaſure in his ſaints 
Lin his people.” Particular mention is 


made of ſeveral, whom it is faid “ he 


loved, - who had done good, and right 
in his ſight, —who had found grace and 


favour in his fight. Enoch had this teſti- 


mony, that he pleaſed God, Your cha- 
rity is a ſacrifice well pleaſing to God. 
With ſuch ſacrifices God is well pleaſed. 
Children obey your Parents, for this is well 
pleafing to God. We receive what we 
aſk, becauſe we keep his commandments, 
and do thoſe things that are pleaſing in 
his fight. Chriſt always did the things 
that pleaſed God: and for whoſe ſake 
was he beloved? Do not interpret this, as 
if I meant to make any compariſon be- 
tween the holineſs of Chriſt and his People, 
3: 1 as 
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as to its degree, or in the leaſt to degrade 
his character. His obedience was perfect; 


he was compleatly holy, Therefore God 


was perfectly pleaſed with him, and loved 
him above all other Beings. The Angels 
are holy Creatures, who © do God's com- 
mandments, hearkening to the voice of 
his word,” And ſo far he loves them for 
their own ſakes, tho' they are compara- 
tively chargeable. with folly. Where there 
is a prevailing principle of faith and love 
in any human Beings, which produces o- 
bedience to the divine commands, he muſt 
love them for their own ſakes, according 
to the degree in which this Principle pre- 
vails in their Hearts, and operates in their 
lives; for the ſame reaſon as he loves his 
holy Child Jeſus, and loves his holy An- 
gels: for his love to his Children muſt 
always be greater or leſs, according to the 
degree in which they reſemble their Fa- 
ther; or elſe he could not be an omniſ- 
cient, juſt, and holy Being. The Scrip- 
ture urgeth us © to labour that we may 
be approved of God: the Apoſtles 


ſtudied to ſhow themſelves approved of 
God. He. hath alſo expreſſed his ap- 
probation of particular works and ſervices 

done. 


( a } 


done by his people, in places too nume- 


rous to be mentioned; and when they 
| die, their works follow them.” Nothing 
is more apparent from Scripture, than 
that God loves his people for their own 
ſakes, when, and in proportion to the de- 


gree in which, they are renewed in righte- 


ouſneſs and true holineſs: and it is im- 
poſſible he ſhould do otherwiſe. That 
«© the moſt exalted Saint that ever lived” 
St. Paul for inſtance, ſhould be no more 
the object of God's love, than a Sinner 
juſt converted, the penitent Thief for in- 
ſtance, is contrary to the united voice of 
Reaſon and Scripture. That God ſhould 
love Moſes, David, St. Peter and St. John 
no more, and make them no happier here- 
after, than four Infants, who died before 
the commiſſion of actual fin, or they were 
capable of any rational Actions; what an 
abſurd and monſtrous doctrine is this? 
* How deſtructive is this (to uſe. your 
own words p. 31) of all our notions of 
the nature and attributes of God, and 
therefore cannot be admitted as agreeable 
to his holy word?” And what a diſcou- 
ragement is this to all attempts to grow 
in grace and go on to perfection? | 
| In 
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In p. 31, you quote the following paſſage 
from the Dr's Sermon p. 20, © It will 
be ſaid that faith is the ſubſtitute of good 
works, and the only ſtipulated condition 
of acceptance with God.” To this you 
anſwer, © I know nobody that ever ſaid 
any ſuch thing.” Now, tho' the perſons, 
whoſe errors he is conſidering, may not ſay 
this in expreſs words, yet they in effect 
ſay it, or are underſtood by many to mean 
it, when they ſpeak ſo highly of faith in 
general without giving any definition of 
it, or the definition mentioned below, and 
ſpeak ſo ſlightingly of good works. Any 
one would think, this was the ſenſe of the 
compilers of the Homilies when they ſay, 
ce this is the Ordinance of God, that they 
which believe in Chriſt ſhould be ſaved 
without works, by faith only, freely receiv- 
ing the remiſſion of their fins” p. 41. As 
to "the other expreflion, that faith is 
the only ſtipulated condition of acceptance 
with God,” it appears to me that one of the 
Homilies faith it, according to your quota- 
tion p. 41, the only mean and inſtru- 
ment of ſalvation required on our parts, 
is faith, i. e. a ſure truſt and confidence 
in the mercies of God, whereby we per- 


| ſuade 


„ 


ade ourſelves, that God both hath and will 


forgive our ſins.” This account of faith I 


take it for granted you approve. But where 
doth the Scripture give us this definition 


of juſtifying or ſaving faith, that it is 
et perſuading ourſelves, that God hath for- 
given our fins?” Nay, it is a contradiction 
in terms. If to believe that he is for- 
given, be the mean of a perſon's juſtifi- 
cation, he muſt believe he is forgiven, 
before he is forgiven. He muſt believe 
he is forgiven, and yet 1s not forgiven till 
he believes it, Whereas, a perſon muſt be 
a true believer in order to his pardon or 
juſtification, before he can, or ought to 
believe, that he is pardoned. This is the 
definition of faith, which the Antino- 
mians give, as might eaſily be ſhown. 
But Cakun, and I believe moſt of the 
other Reformers deny, that Aſſurance or 
inward perſuaſion of our being forgiven, 


or in a juſtified ſtate, is of the eſſence of 


faith. Many may and alas, do perſuade 
themſelves that their ſins are forgiven, 
who are yet in their ſins. And many 
true Chriſtians have not this perſuaſion. 
But I will ſpend no more words on this 
abſurd and dangerous Tenet, only aſk one 
queſ- 
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queſtion, whether this ſingle paſſage in 


the Homilies may not juſtly make any 
ſerious Clergyman ſcruple to declare, that 
they contain a godly and wholeſome 
doctrine ?'—— You add, © Faith receives 
Chriſt, and with him, love to God and his 
commandments.” This is dark. If you 
mean, that one who truly believes in Chtiſt 
will ſee himſelf obliged by his authority, 
commands and grace, to love God and 
keep his commandments, and will be led 
to do it, this is what the Dr. hath aſſer- 

ted, S. p. 22, 23: If you mean any 
thing elſe, I underſtand it not ——You 
ſuppoſe, p. 42, that the Dr. makes o- 
bedience the root of faith, and not faith 
the root of obedience,” This is wrang- 
ling about a word. Another meaning may 
be eaſily drawn out of the paſſage you 
refer to. God commands men to believe 
in the name of his ſon. To believe, then, 
is an act of obedience to God, and pro- 
cecds from a principle of ſubmiſſion to 
him.“ Whoever conſiders the Dr's Idea 
of faith, as ** embracing the Goſpel” and 
takes it © in its whole extent,” as he ex- 


1. Rom. i. 15. xvi. 26. 


preſſetn 


(203721 "LW 
preſſeth and deſcribeth it, S. p. 21, will 
not find the paſſage much embarraſſed. If 
you annex a different Idea to faith, you 
are not to judge of the Dr's meaning by 
your own Idea, but his. Otherwiſe (as 
you intimate) * perhaps the fault may 
be in you, that it appears unintelligible.” 
We are too prone to be unwilling to un- 
derſtand what claſhes with our favourite 
notions, | 

You are guilty of a miſrepreſentation, 
p. 39: You quote Dr. Adams as ſaying, 
« you want no aſſiſtance but the exerciſe 
of your own Reaſon,” There you break 
off, and leave your Reader to fill up the 
blank. He ſays, © we want no other aſ- 
ſiſtance in applying the firſt principles of 
nature and conſcience, in order to our un- 
derſtanding what is truth, judging of the 
meaning of difficult texts, and of the rea- 
ſoning of other men, and to detect their 
ſophiſtry.” Whereas you would lead your 
Readers to ſuppoſe, that the Dr. thought 
Reaſon could do every thing for us. This 
is not fair, 

You are guilty of a groſſer miſrepre- 
| ſentation, p. 40. You ſay the Dr's real 
Creed is © the Scriptures no where ſpeak 
Eo of 


11 


634 

of imputed righteouſneſs. But the Dr. 
faith no ſuch thing, He ſays © they no 
where ſpeak of the imputed righteouſ- 
neſs of Chriſt.” And it reſts upon you to 
ſhow where they do. But be careful, Sir, 
that you do not 7alk wickedly and deceitfully 
even for God. Job xii. 7. 

I may here introduce — miſtepre- 
ſentation. You ſay p. 61, “ the Dr. makes 
it the very height of impiety to aſſert, 
that the ſin of Adam is entailed on his 
poſterity,” 8. p. 31. whereas he only 
ſays, „they have added this above 
all,” that is, as the connection plainly 
ſhows, all their miſſates mentioned before. 


Here is not a word about the hezght 


of impiety; and in S. p. 33, 34, he 
ftrongly expreſſeth © his abhorrence of 
cenſuring and condemning all who em- 
brace or propagate this, and other doc- 


trines, which he apprehends to be falſe, 


and allows many among them to be emi- 


nent for their virtue and piety.” Is not 


this a ſhameful perverſion of his ſenſe? 
Am I too blame in calling theſe malicious 
words 2 


In p. 43, note [G] you will not grant 


8 that a latitude of ſubſcription hath been 


claimed 


( 35:3 

claimed and allowed from the beginning,” 

No ſtreſs ought to be laid on the Title to 
the Articles and the King's declaration 
prefixed to them; ſince it hath been ge- 
nerally agreed, that thoſe are no part of 
the Clergy's ſubſcription, * and have no 
authority in them. I doubt not but it 
may be made appear, that during the 
Reigns you mention, ſome of the Clergy 
wrote in a ſtrain different from the plain, 
literal ſenſe of the Articles. Towards 
the latter end of Queen Elizabeth's Reign, 
there aroſe a Party, who were for over- 
throwing the received opinions concerning 
Predeſtination, Perſeverance, Free Will, Ef- 
 Fectual Grace, and the Extent of Chri/t's 
Redemption. The Clergy of the Epiſco- 
pal Church began to lean towards the No- 
tions, which Arminius ſome time after 
this, propagated concerning theſe intricate 
Points. Surely you cannot with any 
propriety call Archbiſhop Laud and all his 
Arminian brethren, ſome of a modern date; 
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* There is a large and particular Account of this 
curious piece of political Theology which well de- 
ſerves reading, in Mofheim's Eccl. Hiſt, Vol. iv. p. 
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3 
nor even Bp. Sanderſon, whoſe opinion I 
quoted before. Inſtances may be pro- 
duced of an ancicnt date of ſome perſons, 
who have incurred a public cenſure for ad- 
hering to the plain literal ſenſe of the Ar- 
ticles. I will only mention one. King 
Charles I. iſſued a proclamation command- 
ing the Clergy not to preach or diſpute a- 


bout the tenets of Calvin and Arminius. 


Bp. Davenant, preſuming to preach upon 


Predeſtination, was ſeverely reprimanded 
upon his knees by the Council, and hardly 
ſo eſcaped, tho' he alledged that he 


preached. nothing but the 17th Article, 
When a public cenſure is likely to be in- 
curred, no wonder Clergymen in general 
are unwilling to expoſe themſelves to it. 
But Truth neither defires nor needs the 
ſupport of public cenſures. Error flees to 
perſecution, pains, and penalties, 

In p. 45, 46, your note [K] is a moſt 


extraordinary one indeed, And if in hum- 


ble imitation of your attempt to divert 
your Readers a little, with the Story of a 
real Enthuſiaſt, I endeavour to relieve my 


Reacers' attention by animadverting upon 


that exceptionable paſlage in a ſtrain ſome- 


thing reſembling yours, 1 hope both they 


and 


n 

and you will excuſe me. I have long had 
a friendly correſpondence with ſome of my 
worthy neighbours, who are not all of them 
of our Church. Since I read the latter part 
of this Note, I have been quite aſhamed 
to go into their Company ; leſt, as your 
Book is the ſubject of much converſation 


in the Pariſh, I ſhould hear ſome very 


diſagreeable remarks upon this Paſſage, 
and ſome reflections from thence thrown 
on the Church of England. You aſſert 
that © our good forefathers at the time of 
the Reformation builded a Church on the 
foundation of the Apoſtles and Prophets, 
Jeſus Chriſt himſelf being the chief cor- 
ner-ſtone. This Church they walled round 
with Articles, Homilies, and Liturgy, in 
order to keep out Arians, Pelagians, So- 
cinians, and Arminians. It is probable, 
that one of my neighbours, who is a Pa- 
piſt, will accoſt me thus: * So, neigh- 
bour, I have often aſked you the queſti- 


on, where was your Church before Lu- 


ther? And now here is the great Sham- 


pron of the Shurſh (as the Welchmen uſed 
to call Sacheverel) publickly aſſerting, that 
* our forefathers builded the Church of 
England,” He ſays indeed © on the foun- 
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dation of the Apoſtles, &c.“ which I deny, 


for that was builded on before. Beſides, 
both he and Mr. Romaine fay, p. 64, 65, 
67, that © it is builded and eſtabliſhed on 
the Baſis of fuch and ſuch doctrines.” 
You ſee plainly that it is not the old 
Church, which-Chriſt builded. Your Di- 
vines uſed to call it a reformed Church; 
but he makes it a ew Church, builded 
about two Centuries ago: ſo that what 
was the Church of England before that 
time, was no other than our Church, 
our ancient, viſible, catholic, apoſtolic 
Church, from which you have ſchiſmati- 
cally ſeparated. Hence it appears that your 

Church is no older than Henry VIII.“ 
While 1 am bluſhing for you, another 
neighbour, a Quaker, will probably thus 
addreſs me: © Yea, friend, I have ſome- 
thing to ſay to thy Champion too. He 
ſays, „Our forefathers walled round this 
new built Church with Articles, Homilies, 
Sc.“ Hence thou ſeeſt, that he in effect 
acknowledgeth, what I have often told 
thee, that the Church of Chriſt and the 
Church of England are different Conſti- 
tutions, Chriſt's Church is an old Church, 
builded by him, on a Rock, and the 
| Gates 


1 

Gates of Hell cannot prevail againſt it; 
much leſs Arians, Pelagians, Sc. It hath 
no walls to keep out enemies; it needeth 
none; for its divine almighty architect is 
its defence. Tho' the whole world was 
combined againſt it, it ſabſiſted and floa- 
riſned too, without any ſuch Walls, for 
ſeveral Centuries, in its pureſt State of 
doctrine, worſhip and practice. But it 
loſt its Glory in each of theſe reſpects, 
when the Fathers of the Church began 
to wall it round with Creeds, Articles, &c. 
The Church of Chriſt is a religious eſta- 
bliſhment, builded by him, and the Scrip- 
ture is its only authentic rule of faith and 
worſhip. Whereas (according to this wri- 
ter) thy Church is a civil eſtabliſhment, 
builded by our forefathers with Acts of 
Parliament, upon the foundation of King, 
Lords and Commons: by their autho- 
rity alone, it is walled round with Ar- 
ticles, Homilies, and Liturgy, and thoſe 
Walls are defended by Canons and penal 
Laws, as it needs them for its ſupport 
and defence, Upon the whole, friend, 
our neighbour's ancient Church is only a 
Babylomſh Structure, as Robert Barclay 
calleth it; and thine is an Eccleſiaſtical 
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Monarchy and Common Wealth, as the ſame 
writer calleth it.'—1 ſhall be glad, Sir, if 
without quibble or evaſion you will help 
me out of this Dilemma, if you can; 
that I may again lift up my head among 
my neighbours, and defend our Church 
againſt their attacks, to which you have 
vg it, and yourſelf too, ſo much open. 

In p. 51, note [O] you make another 
malignant attempt to expoſe the Dr. 
You refer to the title page of his Ser- 
mon, where he ſtiles himſelf ** Chaplain 
to the late Bp. of St. Aſaph :” from 
whence you © preſume he can now ex- 
erciſe that office only, on ſuppoſition that 
his Lordſhip's Soul is in Purgatory, from 
which in due time it may be releaſed by 
the prayers of his {till ſurviving Chaplain.” 
In the name of wonder, what hath this 
remark to do with the Dr's Sermon and 
Sentiments ? Suppoſe the Dr. had a mind 
to let the public know that he was Chap- 
lain to, and honoured with the friend- 
(ſhip of, the late Bp. of St. A/aph, one 
of the moſt worthy, amiable and bene- 


volent men that ever ſat on the Bench; 


might not this be allowed him without a 
ſneer ? 


„ 


ſneer ? If the Dr. had faid in his Title 
page (as in ſome of his former Sermons) 
e late Fellow of Pembroke College Oxford,” 
which is a ſimilar expreſſion, we had 
loſt this piece of wit: but your remark 
ſhows as much ignorance, as it doth ma- 


lignity ; for the eccleſiaſtical Law is, that 


« if a Clergyman, having been retained 
Chaplain to a Peer, hath had any effect 
of that Retainer, to qualify him for, and 
procure him, a diſpenſation, &c. it conti- 
nueth good, notwithſtanding the death of 
the Peer, who retained him.”* So that he 
may now be * reaping /ome benefit from 
his title of Chaplain to a dead Prelate,” 
Tou and your client Mr, Romaine, p. 
54, 67, call upon the Dr. to inform the 
world, what were the moft exceptionable 
parts in Mr. Romaine's Sermon, which he 
forbore to mention. Now here, I readily 
allow that the Dr. wanted his uſual pru 
dence, When he uſed that Phraſe, the 
| leaſt exceptionable, (tho' I am perſuaded his 
intention therein was kind to Mr. Romaine) 
he did not ſufficiently confider what ſort 
of people he had to deal with, and how 


© Grey's Codex, p. 327. Burn's Eccl, Law, Vol. 
11. p. 160, 4to. 
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dangerous it was to come too near a hive 
of Bees; for however gentle they ſeem, 


however laborious and uſeful, they are 
genus irritabile, and can ſting, when a 
little provoked. Tho' he may now, as 
ſome of his Pariſh do, well remember 
. ſome more exceptionable tenets, than thoſe 


which he hath mentioned; yet as he may 
not be able to recollect all the particular 
words in which they were expreſſed, he 
would probably be charged with falſhood, 
miſrepreſentation, turning, twiſting, and 
wire-drawing, &c. were he to mention 
them. There is another, and a ſurer way 
to recover, or fave, Mr. Romazrne's charac- 
ter. I do therefore in his name, and the 
name of all the Pariſh, call upon Mr. 
Romaine to publiſh his Sermon. I think, 
if he conſults his own reputation or yours, 


he will immediately do this. Otherwiſe, 


it muſt be left to our readers, whether they 
will give greater credit to Dr. Adams, or 
to Mr. Romaine and you. I imagine moſt 
of them will go by the rule of the Clown, 
who taking a fancy to hear the latin diſ- 
putations of Doctors at a Univerſity, was 
aſked what judgment he could form of 
the queſtions diſputed, ſince he did not 


under- 


8 So 
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underſtand the language? © For that mat- 
ter, replied the Clown, I an't ſuch a fool 
neither, but I can ſee who's the firſt that 
puts tother in a paſſion; and I always 
think he that's moſt vehement and tur- 

bulent hath the worſt of the cauſe.” 
I now proceed to your Appendix, which 
I muſt call another malignant attempt to 
expoſe Dr. Adams, and prejudice his pa- 
riſhioners and friends againſt him. When 
you gave us the hiſtory of Arius from 
Moſteim, you ſhould have honeſtly told 
us, what he ſays, in the very page to 
* which you refer your Readers; namely, 
F that © among the Hiſtorians (whom you 
quote, and whoſe Hiſtories you ſay, are 
of all others moſt approved, p. 56) there is 
not one, to whom the merit of impartiality 
can be attributed with juſtice.“ “ You 
have given us an account of Arius's death, D 
which therefore I preſume you conſider 1 
in the ſame light, as ſome of his oppoſers; bu 
namely, as a judgment upon him for his 74 
Hereſy. But thus to interpret the cala- Ft 
mities of others is raſh and uncharita- ly 
ble, and expreſsly forbidden by our Sa- bl 
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hiſtory of Arian/m. 


reſentment of his enemies, 
ſtroyed by poiſon, or ſome ſuch violent 
-method. A blind and fanatic zeal for 
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viour, Luke xii. 1 5. I could men- 
tion to you a very orthodox German pro- 
feſſor, who died in the ſame manner.“ 
Had you turned over the next leaf in 
Moſheim, you would have found a more 
probable account of the cauſe of Arius's 
death, given by the learned tranſlator of 


that Hiſtory, thus; * The ancient Wri- 


ters who conſidered this event as a judg- 
ment from Heaven, miraculouſly drawn 
down by the prayers of the juſt to puniſh 
the impiety of Axius, will find little cre- 


dit in our time, among thoſe who have 


ſtudied with attention and impartiality the 
After having conſi- 
dered this matter with the utmoſt care, it 
appears to me extremely probable, that 
this unhappy man was a victim to the 
and was de- 


certain ſyſtems of faith hath in all ages 
produced ſuch horrible acts of cruelty and 
injuſtice. I have only to add, that an- 
other learned writer, well ſkilled in that 
hiſtory, ſeems to be of the ſame opinion. 


* . axle s Dict. FValla, with his remarks, + Moaſheim 


ib. z. y. 


t Fortin on Eccl, Hiſt. V. iii. p. 111. 
I will 
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I will not take up the Reader's time in 
following you thro' your hiſtory of that, 


and the other Hereſies, tho” it is not | 

impartial and accurate. You have only | 

culled out ſuch particulars of each as you li 

: thought would moſt effectually condemn | 
Dr. Adams. Nor ſhall I enlarge upon the þ 

ſhuffling of James I. who warmly oppoſed | 

'Arminius's doctrine; wrote againſt his fuc- | 

ceſſor Vorſtius, and laboured to have tze 

Arminians puniſhed in Holland: Yet hav- 1 

ing never felt the good effects of what | 

you repreſent as a Heaven-born ſyſtem, but 1 

* being ſtill a bad man and a bad King, 1 
afterwards countenanced and favoured 1 

them, tho' (as the Author of the Cone. 4 

ſional obſerves) there is no evidence that 1 

he ever turned Arminian in principle. I 0 

| ſhall only appeal to our Readers, with o 

what juſtice you have repreſented Dr. 4 
Adams as an Arian, becauſe he eſteems it 4 

|| an erroneous opinion, that * man ſtands El 
in need of a Redeemer of nfinite Dignity 4 

to atone for his ſins; when it doth not ble 

appear that he hath ever denied the Divi- nl 

nity of Chriſt, but hath (as I ſhowed be- þ | 

fore) inſiſted upon it: and tho' you ſay 74 

© he utterly rejects the doctrine of the 1 

Trinity” | 
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Trinity” p. 34, you produce no other 
proof of it, but the paſlage above-mentt- 
oned, which is no proof at all. You 
ground your opinion indeed in part, on 
what paſt in private converſation at his 
own houſe, p. 8: But as we have only the 
Story on one fide, and that much diſguiſ- 
ed and miſrepreſented, a true judgment 
cannot be formed of it. —— With what 
juſtice can you call him a Pelagian, when 
he allows “'the depravity of mankind and 
their natural propenſity to evil, S. p. 26, 
and directs us to © humble ourſelves un- 
der a ſenſe of our own unworthineſs and 
the many failings and defects of our beft 
ſervices” p. 38?——With what juſtice 
can you repreſent him as a Socinian, when 
he ſpeaks of the Atonement of Chriſt ; 
when he again and again alcribes our Sal- 
vation to his merits ; directs us to © rely 
upon them for acceptance,” and denies 
that «© our beſt works can give us any 
claim of right on the Juſtice of God,” 
p. 19, 30, 38 ?——Once more, with what 
Juſtice can you point him out as an Armini- 
an, when he recommends to his Hearers to 
e 1mplore the grace of God's Holy Spirit 
to aſſiſt and ſanctify their endeavours ; 
ſpeaks 
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Saks of the ſufficiency of Goſpel Grace 
and of our deriving ſpiritual ſtrength from 
Chriſt,” and deſcribes * the humble Be- 
liever as one, whoſe faith leads him to 
hope in the mercy of God thro' the me- 
rits of Chriſt,” p. 31, 38?——41f my 
Readers will be at the trouble, as in juſtice 
to the Dr. I hope they will, to compare 
the account you give us of the Tenets of 
theſe Hereticks with the Dr's Sermon, I 
am perſuaded they will ſee that your re- 
preſentations of him are partial and unjuſt, 
and may be fairly numbered among the 
malicious words you have uttered againſt 
him. Were I diſpoſed to retaliate, I could 
by the ſame method ſelect paſſages from 
your Letter, and the Homilies which you 
quote and declare your concurrence with, 


and prove you to be a Tritheiſt, Sabellian, 


Patropaſſian, Neceſſarian, Fataliſt, Antino- 
mian, Solifidian, and an Arminian into the 
bargain, It might be ſhown that you a- 
gree with each of theſe Hereticks in ſome 
Tenets, and with a few of them in their 
diſtinguiſhing Tenets, tho' 1 allow you 
differ from them in others. But I have 
no deſign nor deſire to expoſe you, any 

further than the vindication of the Dr. 
| obligeth 


is holineſs of life.“ 
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m me to it; nor can 1 ſtoop to ſuch 
mean and baſe methods of repreſenta- 
tion, —But after all, it is not ſo eaſy, as you 
imagine, to determine, nor are the learn- 
ed agreed, what is the ſcriptural ſenſe of the 
word Hereſy. But it is generally allowed, 
that it doth not ſo much refer to the Te- 
nets which a perſon holds, as to ſome bad 
temper, which he ſhoweth in propagating 
and defending them. I think a late wri- 
ter hath given a juſt and ſcriptural account 
of it. © The man who fiercely ſtickles 
for opinions of his own ; who acts con- 
trary to the peaceable, forbearing, humble 
ſpirit of the Goſpel ;. who affects to form 
a. party, and to be thought conſiderable in 
it, is ſo far a Heretick.”* From this de- 
ſcription I imagine many will conclude, 
that not Dr. Adams, but his Antagoniſt, is 
the real, ſcriptural Heretick, tho' he con- 
fidently repreſents many Hereſies as cen- 
tring in the Dr.“ p. 6a. 

Page 59, note [E] you have objected to 
the Dr's obſervation, that * the end of all 
the inſtitutions and precepts of Religion 

An erroneous and 


* Newton (of _ 5) Review of Eccl. Hiſt, p. 207. 


note y. 
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dangerous poſition truly! one would won- 
der what objection any Chriſtian could 
find againſt this; eſpecially one who im- 
mediately adds, I readily agree with 
the Dr. that without Holineſs no man 
ſhall ſee the Lord,” But ſome Hereſy 
mult be diſcovered in it; and behold, it 
follows: „to ſay that there is no other 
end propoſed by any of the doctrines and 
inſtitutions of the Goſpel, than the prac- 
tice of piety and good works, is to fall 
into the rankeſt degree of Socinianiſin, and 
in effect to deny all need of a propitiatory 
ſacrifice for ſin.” But how doth the Dr's 
aſſertion * deny all need of a propitiatory 
ſacrifice for ſin, or, as you expreſs it juſt be- 
fore, totally ſuperſede the great end of our 
Lord's appearance, to redeem us from the 
curſe of the Law and to put away ſin by the 
ſacrifice of himſelf?” One would be glad 
to know, what end is propoſed by any of the 
inſtitutions and precepts of the Goſpel, even 
by the ſacrifice of Chriſt itſelf, but what 
centers in this, namely, to promote holineſs 
in us. The very excellency of truth itſelf 
lieth in its influence on Holineſs, elſe it is 
not worth contending for. You juſtly ob- 
ſerve, that © he died to redeem us from 
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the curſe of the Law, and put away fin 
by the ſacrifice of himſelf.” But is not 
this ſaying in other words, that he died to 
deliver us from a finful periſhing ſtate, 
and to make us holy and happy ? And 
doth not the Apoſtle explain his own 
meaning ſo, when he faith, ** God, ſend- 
ing his own Son in the likeneſs of ſinful 
fleſh, and for fin (or by being a ſacrifice for 
ſin) condemned fin in the fieſh,” ſets us 
free from its power and dominion, “that 
the righteouſneſs of the Law might be ful- 
filled in us, who walk not after the fleſh 
but after the ſpirit.” Rom. viii. 3, 4 The 
end of the Satisfaction of Chriſt was, not 
to appeaſe God and make him propitious ; 
for his love to men found out and accep- 
ted the Ranſom ; but it was to ſecure the 
honour of his rectoral Juſtice and moral 
Government in the ſight of his Creatures ; 
to maniteſt his diſpleaſure againſt fin, and 
at the ſame time diſplay his reconcileable- 
neſs and the riches of his Grace; and to 
ſhow how juſtly vengeance will come 
upon them who continue unholy. And 
all this, that ſinners might be awakened, 
convinced and humbled ; encouraged to 
repent and return to God; and have a 

conſtant 


($40 


conſtant powerful motive ſet before them, 


eſpecially when they receive the Commu- 
nion, to die unto fin and live unto righte- 
ouſneſs. That promoting holineſs was 
the ultimate end of the Satisfaction of 
Chriſt is the conſtant language of Scrip- 
ture: ©* Chriſt was made a ſin- offering tor 
us, that we might be made 7he righteouſ- 
neſs of God in him. He ſuffered to bring 
us 70 God, He gave himſelf for us to 
take away fin—to deliver us from this pre- 
ſent world—to redeem us from all ini- 
quity, and purify unto himſelf a peculi- 
ar people, Zealous of good works, The 
blood of Chriſt cleanſeth from all in 
purgeth the conſcience from dead works to 
ſerve the living God—Chriſt gave himſelf 
for us that we might love one another, 
and walk in love.” There are innume- 
rable paſſages of this kind. Grotius, Stil- 
ling fleet, Edwards, and all the other de- 
fenders of the ſatisfaction of Chriſt againſt 
the Socinians, have ſhown, that this ap- 
pointment was evidently defigned and is 
admirably fitted to promote holineſs. What 
other Idea can we entertain of redemption 
and ſalvation, but being made holy, de- 
livered from the guilt and power of fin, 
+2 | having 
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having our natures ſanctified, and our 
whole fouls brought into humble ſubjec- 
tion to the authority, commands and pro- 
vidence of God, and being made con- 


formable to the image of the holy Jeſus, 


as a neceſſary qualification for future glory 
and happineſs. To effect this, was the 
great, the ultimate end of the Satisfaction 
of Chriſt. And now, let the Reader judge 
whether Dr. Adams be right or no in his 
aſſertion: and 1 imagine if he conſiders 
this point carefully, he will at once ſee 
what abſurdities and inconſiſtencies you 


fall into, by your eager defire, and labori- 


ous attempt, to prove the Dr. a Socinian. 
In p. 61, you ſay with an undoubting 
confidence, that Dr. Adams © in direct 
oppoſition to Scripture and the Church of 
England, ſets up human Reaſon and the 
dictates of nature, as the only infallible 
guides in matters of ſpiritual concern.” 
That a Gentleman, a Scholar and a Chrif- 
tian ſhould affert this, doth (in your own 
words) * aſtoniſh me to ſuch a degree, 
that tho' your Book now lies before me, I 
can hardly credit my own eyes.” I can find 
nothing in his whole Sermon, that can 
give you ground for ſuch an aſſertion, Do 
you 
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you infer this from his calling the Bible 
« the word and will of God?“ from his 
ſaying that © Reaſon and Conſcience in 
concurrence with the Law and the Goſpel, 
preſcribe the plain way to Salvation; that 


we are to take the light of Reaſon with 


us in interpreting Scripture ; that we are 
to ſubmit our under/landing to God's truth 
how myſterious ſoever it may appear; that 
obedience, in its principle, is a total reſig- 
nation of the man to the will and law of 
God, p. 15, 22, 38, 39? What a pene- 
tration muſt you have to diſcover, that he 
makes human Reaſon and the dictates of 
Nature our only infallible guide? From 
the compliment you pay the Dr. on his 
Eſſay againſt Mr. Hume, I preſume you 
have read that Book. Let me remind 
you of what he there ſays. © Reaſon and 
Philoſophy had tried their ſtrength in vain 
to reſtore Religion, To the Chriſtian Re- 
velation and to no other cauſe, it is owing, 
that the great Truths of Nature concern- 


ing God, a Providence and a future State 


are now ſo widely fpread, p. 46. Ed. 3d. 
What principle hath this Author (Mr. 
Hume) to ſupport virtue and natural religion, 
when Chriſtianity 1 is taken away? The beſt 
Philoſophy 
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Philoſophy availed but little to reform the 
religion or morals of mankind. And in- 
deed Religion can never be ſupported or 
virtue taught with any force or effect, by 
the reaſoning of Philoſophers.” He then 
proceeds to mention the many glorious 
advantages ariſing from Chriſtianity for the 
ſupport of Virtue and Religion, which 1 
muſt not recite at large, but refer to my 
Readers' peruſal, p. 132, &c. Do I in- 
jure you then, if 1 ſet down this aſſertion 
among the number of your malicious 
 awords? . 
Page 64, you aſſert that © the Dr. con- 
tradicts from the Pulpit the very intent 
and meaning of every Prayer which but 
the moment before he offered up from the 
Delk.” If there had been as much writ- 
ten about the words intent and meaning, 
as there hath lately been about the words 
Tenor and Purport, I might perhaps have 
clearly underſtood this paſſage. If you 
mean that the doctrines contained in the 
Dr's Harangues from the Pulpit (as you are 
pleaſed to call thera p. 62) contradi& 
ſome doctrines that are contained or im- 
plied in the prayers, you only repeat what 
you had ſo frequently aſſerted before: and 
: > DO 


LY 


9%. +1 


it ſeems likely, that you choſe to vary 
your Phraſeology as much as you could, 
the more ſtrongly to prejudice the Dr's 
Pariſhioners againſt him. But if by the 
intent of every Prayer you mean (as the 
word ſeems plainly to import) the end or 
dejign which the Prayers of the Church 
were intended, are uſed, and are adapted 
to anſwer, then your aſſertion is falſe. If 
the intent of thoſe Prayers be to obtain 
Mercy and Grace from God, and to pro- 
mote and cheriſh penitent, humble, pious, 
holy and benevolent diſpoſitions in the 
worſhippers, then the Dr. is ſo far from 
_ contradicting this intent from the Pulpit, 
that the whole ſtrain of his preaching con- 
curs with the prayers, and is deſigned, and 
calculated to anſwer the ſame intent: and 
I never heard him preach a Sermon but 
what ſeemed moſt evidently adapted to 


ſubſerve this important purpoſe. Nor will 


1 except the Sermon, which gave you fo 


much offence, and againſt which you 


write. : 
Thus various are your attempts to ex- 
poſe Dr. Adams's character. And after 
this account of them, give me leave ſe- 
riouſly to aſk, to what purpoſe can you 
| deſire 
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deſire that his character ſhould be expoſed? 


Are you ſure, Sir, that he is not upright- 


ly and piouſly intending the honour of 
God and the good of Souls in his va- 
rious labours? ſo ſure, that you will ven- 
ture to maintain it at the bar of Chriſt, 
that he was a perſon, whom it was your duty 
to diſcredit, and deſtroy his eſteem and uſe- 
fulneſs? For conſidering him as a Chriſ- 
tian, much more as a Clergyman, it could 
not be merely an indifferent action. Nay, 
conſideting him only as a Man, if it were 
not your duty, it was a great crime. Like 
Diotrephes, you will not receive and own, 


him as a Chriſtian Miniſter, a preacher of 


the Goſpel ; you in effect forbid them that 
would, by labouring to render him baſe in 
the ſight of his Pariſhioners, and prevent 
the ſucceſs of his labours among them. 
And I fear, if it were in your power, you 
would ca him out of the Church. So that I 
think Diotrephes character is with great juſ- 
tice and propriety abe to you. And 
whether you do not love to have the pre- emi- 
nence, let your forwardneſs to attack ſo 
many reſpectable perſons of a long ſtanding 
and great eminence in the Church, and the 
whole ſtrain of your Writings againſt 
them, determine, I have 


C939] 


I have been larger than I intended upon 
ſome of the foregoing particulars, becauſe 
I propoſed not only to vindicate the Dr. 
from your aſperſions, but alſo to ſet ſome 
Important Traths of the Goſpel in, what 
I apprehend, their juſt light, which you 
have either miſtaken or repreſented in ſuch 
a manner, as hath a natural tendency to 
| prejudice many againſt them. I now 
judge it needful to add ſomething in vin- 
dication of our Church, which I think 
you have aſperſed alſo. I ſhall not in- 
ſiſt further on the diſhonour you have done 
to the Church by repreſenting it as buzl- 
ded and walled at the Reformation; but 
_ obſerve, that you ſeem to aſcribe that In- 
fallibility to the Church of England, which 
ſhe expreſsly diſclaims, and thro' your 
whole Letter write, as if the Articles, Li- 
turgy and Homilies of the Church were 
as much a ſtandard of truth and duty, 
and as infallible guides, as the Scripture. 
Thus you ſay, Our Church feacheth us 
this doctrine, p. 63. Either our own Paſ- 
tor or ur 0wn Church muſt be an unſafe 
guide, 7b.” and you generally quote the 
Articles and Homilies in ſuch a manner, « 
as if they had equal authority, with the | | 

I Scripture, 1 
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Scripture. Now I apprehend this is 


doing great diſhonour to our excellent. 
eſtabliſhed Church, eſpecially among un- 


thinking Readers. She doth not pretend 


to have any doctrines that are properly 
hers, or peculiar to her; nor can 1 find 
that ſhe pretends to be our guide at all. 
The principal thing ſhe teacheth is, that 

Holy Scripture containeth all things ne- 
ceſſary to Salvation, &c. Art. vi. (which 
I quoted before in my former Remarks) 
—that many national Churches have erred 
in matters of Faith, Art. xix.—that the 
Church ought not to enforce any thing to be 
believed for necetfity of Salvation, beſides 


the written word, Art. xx.—that things 


ordained by general Councils, as neceſſary 
to Salvation, have neither ſtrength nor 
authority, unleſs it may be declared that 
they be taken out of Holy Scripture,” Art. 
xxi In her form of Ordination of Biſhops 
and Priejis, ſhe requires them to profeſs, 
e they ate perſuaded that the Holy Scrip- 
tures contain ſufhciently all doctrine re- 
quired of neceſlity for eternal Salvation 
thro' faith in Jeſus Chriſt; and that they 
are & determined out of the ſaid Scrip- 
tures to inſtrutt- the People committed to 


their 


4 


ha charge, and to teach nothing, as re- 
quired of neceſſity to eternal Salvation, but 
that which THEY SHALL BE PERSUADED, 


may be concluded and proved by the Scrip- 


ture. And the Miniſter is to anſwer, *« I 
am ſo perſuaded, and have fo determined 
by God's grace.” In her office for Nov. 


17th (the acceſſion of Queen Elizabeth, as it 
ſtands in our old Common Prayer Books) ſhe 


requires all her Members to make, of eſpe- 


cial profeſſion, this one Article, that Chriſt 
hath ſo abundantly taught us all Religion 
and works in the written word, that we need 


not believe or do any thing but only that. 


which is there taught us. | Agreeably to 


this you allow that © the only touchſtone 
| L:-2 of 
* Let me here propoſe it as a query, whether this 
paſſage conſidered as the Dr's anfwer to the Biſhop, 
when he put theſe queſtions to him, doth not fully vin- 
dicate him in contradicting the Articles, Homilies, 
and even Prayers of the Church, if he is not per- 
ſuaded, that what they contain may be proved by 
Scripture? How can it be ſaid (as you do p. 62) 
that Dr. Adams upon his knees at his Ordination 
moſt ſolemnly bound himſelf to defend all the Doc- 
trines of the Church of England?” I can find no 
ſuch bond in the form of Ordination: he bound him- 
ſelf to “ baniſh and drive away all erroneous and 
ſtrange Doctrines contrary % God's Word.” He alto 
bound himſelf to teach nothing as neceſſary to Sal- 


vation, but what he /aculd be perſuaded might be prov- 
ed from Scripture.” 


+ Whiitby's Serm, on Deut. xxix. 29. 
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of divine truth is the written word of 
God.“ It ſeems to me, therefore, that 
you are rather inconſiſtent with yourſelf 
and with the Church, and do in effect 
contradict and diſhonour her, while you 
quote, and appeal to, her Articles and Ho- 
milies, juſt as you do the written Word: 
and this, not meerly to condemn the Dr. 
for differing from her (tho' ſhe herſelf al- 
lows and commands him to do it, if he 
thinks ſhe is wrong) but to prove and ſup- 
port your own Tenets; which is plainly one 
end you have in view thro' your whole 
Letter. But I do not wonder at this con- 
duct in you; for I have read that the 
learned Bp. Morley, when he was ſpeak- 
ing of the Proteſtant Religion before the 
Houſe of Lords, defined it to be © the 
thirty nine Articles, the Liturgy, the Cate- 
1 chiſm, the Homilies and the Canons of the 
5 Church of England: a Definition, which 
no foreign Proteſtant, and J hope not many 
of the Church of England, would ever 
Un have thought of. | 
itt As a proof that the Church of England 
1 diſowns Infallibility, it may be obſerved, 
1 that ſhe hath changed her Doctrine ſince 


Wa | * Oldmixcn's Hiſt. Vol. i. p. 590. 
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the Reformation ; and now differs from all 
the Reformers and Compilers of her Li- 
turgy in a very material point. Her Doc- 
trine now is, and ſhe obligeth all the 
Clergy to declare their aſſent and conſent 
to it, that „ it is evident unto all men, 
diligently reading the Holy Scripture, and 
ancient authors, that from the Apoſtles' 
time, there have been theſe orders of Mi- 
niſters in Chriſt's Church, Biſhops, Prieſts 


and Deacons.” But on this Point the 


Reformers thought and taught other- 
wiſe. Wickhff, Lambert, Tindal, Barnes, 
Cranmer, Thirlby, Redman, Cox, Tewel, 
&c. agreed, that Epiſcopacy was not a 
diſtin Order from Preſbytery: But Bi- 
ſhops and Prefbyters differed only in de- 
gree. The Book entitled, The Inſtitution 
of a Chriſtian Man, made by the whole 
Clergy in their provincial Synod, 1537, 
ſet forth by the authority of the King and 
Parliament, and commanded to be read 
and preached thro' the whole Kingdom, 
declares the ſame, Agreeably, the Reform- 
ers and their immediate Succeſſors did not 
re-ordain thoſe, who had been ordained 
by Preſpyters.“ The Notion of Epiſco- 
* Stilling fleet's Iren. Burnet's Collect. Part I. p. 228. 


pacy, 


3! 
mes 
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pacy, as a di/tin& and ſiperiour Order, was 
firſt brought into the Church by Arch- 
biſhop Laud, and tho' he was much op- 

poſed in it by many. eminent Divines, as 
Dr. Holland and Archbiſhop Uſer, yet a- 


bout 1660 it became the eſtabliſhed Doc- 


trine of the Church, and ſtill continues to 
be ſo, tho' the ancient cuſtom of the Preſ- 


byters laying their hands on the ordained 


together with the Biſhop is not altered, 


Now, if in ſo important a point as this, 


which affects almoſt all the other Proteſ- 
tant Churches in the World, the Church 
of England hath differed, and till differs, 
from the venerable Reformers, and Com- 
pilers of the Liturgy, from all thoſe holy 


Martyrs, who ſealed the truth with their 


blood, ſhe cannot pretend to be an infal- 
lible guide and teacher ; and it cannot be 
criminal, as you often inſinuate it is, to dif- 
fer from thoſe glorious men in other points. 

You likewiſe do diſhonour to the Church 
of England, by repreſenting a Member of 
it as ſaying, « into %s Church I have 
been baptiſed in my Infancy,” p. 65. But 
doth the Church really monopolize that 
ſacred Ordinance ? Doth ſhe underſtand fo 
little of its nature, or of catholick Chriſ- 
tianity, as to conſider it as a badge of be- 


( 


longing to that Church alone; as only an 
Ordinance of Initiation into one particular 
Church, becauſe ſhe adminiſters it in a 
Form, and with Rites, peculiar to herſelf? 
No, Sir, the is more conſiſtent and catho- 
lick. In the Office of Baptiſm, ſhe ſpeaks 
of the baptiſed, as received (not into the 
Church of England, but) into the Congre- 
gation of Chriſt's flock, as grafted into the 
body of Chriſt's Church, incorporated into 
God's Holy Church, And in her Catechiſm, 
Children are taught to ſay, that by their 
Baptiſm they were made Members of Chriſt, 
not of this Charch.* But I can eaſily gueſs 
from what Party you picked up this nar- 
row exprefiion ; as I have often heard and 
read, that the high-flying Clergy make uſe 
of this, as a molt weighty argument why 
their Flock ſhould not turn Papiſts or 
Preſbyterians, nor even go to a Conventi- 
cle, becauſe © they were baptiſed into the 
Church of England.” It ſeems probable 
from the whole ſtrain of your Writings, 
that you believe you were baptiſed into the 
Church of England. Give me leave in 
this connection to quote an obſervation of 
Dr. Adams; A deference to Authority 
* 1 Cor. i. 139——16, | 
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whether publick or private, a prejudice to 
opinions in which we have been educated, 
or which we have long entertained, will 
bias the mind to error. But where theſe 
Principles have no influence, Truth will 
be fairly heard, and the faith of men will 
be generally proportioned to the evidence 
that appears. Where men believe and 
entertain Opinions contrary to the influence 
of theſe Principles, it is a fair preſumpti- 
on, that their faith is well grounded, and 
that their aſſent is extorted by the force 
of truth.“ “ TI imagine judicious Readers 
will perceive, that the former part of this 
Obſervation is applicable to you, and the 
latter to the Dr. 

In p. 52, 54, you call upon the Dr. 
with the air of one who loves to have the 
pre-eminence, to © anſwer your Letter, not 
by clandeſtine attacks in St. Chad's Pul- 
pit, but by coming out on fair ground.” 
Had only the Pariſhioners of St. Chad's 


heard Mr. Romaine's Sermon, it is pro- 


bable the Dr's had never gone beyond 


the walls of the Church. But when fo 
many perſons were collected together from 
the neighbouring Pariſhes and congrega- 
_ Eſſay againſt Hume, p. 101, 102, Ed. 3d. 

f tions, 


( 65 ) 


tions to hear Mr. Romaine, it - ſeemed 
proper that the Dr. ſhould publiſh his 
Sermon for their information and benefit, 
if they will read it; eſpecially as thereby 
he obliged ſome of his friends, who urged 
him to publiſh it, and who are an honour 
to his pariſh and to chriſtianity. So far then 
| he came out on fair ground,” and did 
not, as you elegantly expreſs it, * content 
| himſelf with having crowed upon his own 
dunghill.“ He hath ſince vindicated him- 
ſelf from the pulpit againſt your cenſures 
and miſrepreſentations, to the full ſatisfac- 


tion of thoſe of his Pariſhioners, with whom 


I am acquainted. Nor can you properly 
complain of this as © a clandeſtine attack,” 
conſidering how numerous the auditory is, 
and that you have one or more credible in- 
formers, p. 9, who will undoubtedly take 
care to let you know what he faith upon 
the ſubjects in debate. I imagine, that no 
one, who hath attentively read your Letter, 
eſpecially the /econd or third Edition (for 
I preſume they are one and the ſame) and 
hath obſerved your ſpirit, and who alſo 
knoweth the Dr. will wonder, that a per- 
ſon of his age, temper, and ſtation, with 
ſo many important cares, labours, and 

K | un- 


(6) 
unavoidable avocations daily preſſing upon 


him, ſhould decline entering into any con- 
troverſy with you; eſpecially as perhaps he 


may think himſelf ſufficiently vindicated 


by his pariſhioner. | 
And now, Sir, I will trouble you and my 
Readers no longer, and I hope no more, 
on this ſubject. It was impoſſible to do 
Juſtice to the Dr's Character and Sermon, 
without pointing out your miſrepreſenta- 
tions and ungrounded aſperſions: and this 
hath the appearance of Aſperity, which I 
would defire and endeavour to avoid. But 
if ever ſome warmth is juſtifiable, it 1s in 
the vindication of a worthy and amiable 
Character, when it is virulently attacked 
from the Preſs, and the Writer ſeems ſo- 
licitous, and even goes out of his way, 
to blacken and fink it. For this attempt, 
you may {till think, that I am as great a 
Heretick as the Dr. It will, however, be 
{ome ſatisfaction to me (as you expreſs 
it, p. 44) fo be “ condemned in very 
good company.” Probably you will not 


believe me, tho' I repeat the declaration, 


that I do not approve all the Sentiments 
in his Sermon, and in other points differ 
from him. But your judgment or cen- 
fures of me, will give me little concern. 


I 


( 07 11 
I ſhall take your advice, and not be * af- 
frighted by bug-bear names” | Dedicat.] It 
is a ſmall thing with me to be judged of 
man's judgment. But whatever eſteem 1 
have for the Dr. whatever veneration I 
have for the Articles, Liturgy, and Homi- 
lies of our Church, I have greater for my 
Bible: and will ſooner give up all the 
human Articles, Creeds, and Compoſiti- 
ons in the world, than the Oracles of 
God. Dr. Adams is the Vicar of my Pa- 
riſh, I have attended his Labours with 
pleaſure, and I hope, improvement: But 
he is not my Maſter; Chriſt alone is ſo. 
I am truly grieved to ſee ſome doctrines 
of the Goſpel, which I eſteem. important 
and indeed fundamental, and moſt ſub- 
ſervient to the intereſt. of true Holineſs 
and every good work, miſrepreſented by 
you, and in danger of being given up 
and ridiculed by ſome, and perverted by 
others, in conſequence of your miſrepre- 
ſentations. I eſteem your Principles, in 


the extreme to which you and ſome. of 


the Homilies carry them, to be quite An- 
tinomian; at leaſt very dangerous to prac- 
tical Religion; and muſt ſay with the great 
Lord Falkland, © An ill Life followeth 
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very conſequentially from the high calvini- 


ſtical principle; and that thoſe who hold it 
muſt be bad Logicians, if they are good 
men. . If you chuſe to proceed in con- 
troverſial writing, let me intreat you, for 
your own fake, for the ſake of your 
friends (many of whom, I know, are hear- 
tily ſorry that you have attempted to de- 
fend their Tenets with ſo much bitterneſs) 
for the ſake of our excellent eſtabliſhed 
Church, for the ſake of evangelical doc- 


trines, and the honour and advancement 


of practical religion, and eſpecially chriſ- 


tian charity, that you apply more diligent- 


ly to the ſtudy of your Bible, and “ be 
careful not to ſearch the Scriptures by 
halves; that when you quote texts in 
defence of your own opinions, or to con- 
fute your opponents, that you examine 
their contexts and the defign of the ſa- 
cred writers, comparing Scripture with 
Scripture, and not Scripture with Articles 


and Homilies, which are not the faith 
once delivered to the Saints, Let me alfo 


intreat you, to keep a conſtant guard up- 
on your pen and temper; to review your 
compoſitions narrowly, before you com- 

1 Defence of the Diſcourſe on Infallibility. 
5 „ 


K 

mit them to the Preſs; and take more 
time than a Week for compoſing and re- 
viewing, if you would not affront the 
publick and injure your own cauſe; eſpe- 
cially that you endeavour in meekneſs to 
confute and inſtruct thoſe that oppoſe 
themſelves, if you think yourſelf called 
by Providence to attempt it. And I par- 
ticularly urge this latter advice, that you 
may ſhow the falſhovud of a well-known 
remark of Archbiſhop T:Ilotſon, that a 
man who hath once drawn blood in con- 
troverſy, is ſeldom known ever perfectly 
to recover his good temper afterwards,” 
1 ſhall only add (and you at leaſt can- 
not call me uncharitable for adding it p. 66) 
that I pray God, Sir, to give you repent- 
ance to the acknowledgment of the truth, 
that you may make a publick and ſpeedy 
' recantation of what you have advanced to 
the diſhonour of Chriſt, and the diſtur- 
bance of his Church ;” and of the great in- 
dignity you have oftered, and the injury 
you have done, to one of his Miniſters 
and Servants ; and ſubſcribe myſelf, 


"8: 
Your fincere well-wiſher, 
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( 50 ) 
POSTSCRIPT; 


INCE thefe Remarks went to the 
Preſs, 1 have received your Admoni- 
tion, and paid all due attention to it. But 
J have little more to add upon the Sub- 
jects, concerning which you write. It 
muſt remain with our Readers to judge, 
whether 1 © have an hearty averſion to 
the principles of the Reformation and 
the Docttrines of the eſtabliſhed Church,” 
which you ſay, is © ſo clear that nothing 
can be clearer,” p.7.—You obſerve in a note 
p. 9, that “ my Apology for Dr. Adams 
in not reading the Athanaſian Creed, that 
it would dijþleaſe his Pariſhioners, is hard- 
ly reconcileable with the mind of the A- 
poſtle, 7 I yet pleaſed men, I ſhould not 
be the Servant off Chriſt,” And your ob- 
ſervation would be right, if the Dr. thought 
the explication therein given of the Trinity 
was quite intelligible to all, very important, 
and neceſſary to Salvation; and that it was 
proper to introduce that explication and 
the damnatory clauſes into the worſhip of 
the Church: for then he would comply 
with 


( 8} 


with men's prejudices and pleaſe them 


contrary to his own judgment and views 
of the Goſpel, which is what the Apoſtle 
means in the paſſage you quote. But his 
omitting it while he thinks the contrary, 
is quite reconcileable with, and agreeable 
to, the Apoſtle's principles and conduct 
in pleaſing his neighbour for his good, to 
edification, Rom, xv. 2, in becoming all 
things to all men, 1 Cor. ix. 19, 22, and 
pleaſing all men in all things, that they may 
be ſaved. x. 33.——Your repeated charges 
- againſt the Dr. p. 10, in which you pro- 
ceed in miſrepreſenting him, I have al- 
ready conſidered ; and ſhall only obſerve 
that the Dr, eſteems, not an Article of 
the Church but, your throwing it at him, 
meer brutum fulmen.—You ſeem, p. 15, 
to have a better opinion of the ſentiments 


of any Papiſt, even the greatelt viſionary, 


or bloodieſt Inquiſitor; of Dominic, Bon- 
ner, Ravilliac or Damien, than * thoſe of 
an Arian, Pelagian, or Socinian, tho' ever 
. ſo moderate and benevolent in his temper 
and unblameable in his conduct; and think 
the ſentiments of the former, © not far- 
ther, nor half. ſo far, removed from the 
Church of England,” as thoſe of the lat- 


ter. 
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N 
ter. Agreeably, in your Letter Ed. a. 


p. . 61, you aſſert that the four Here- 


fies” of Arius, Pelagius, Soctnus, and Ar- 


minius © are the only ones of any note 
that ever peſtered Chriſtianity.” You 


chooſe to overlook the Hereſies of the 
Papiſts ; their aſſerting the ſupremacy and 


. Infallibility of the Pope, whom the Scrip- 


ture calls Antichri/t, the Man of fin, and 
the Son of Perdition—their denying the 
uſe of the Scripture to the Laity, and 
ſetting up Tradition and the Determina- 
tions of their Church as a Rule of Faith 
—their adding to the Sacraments which 
Chriſt ordained—theic abominable Idola- 
tries, in worſhipping Angels, Saints, Im- 
ages, Relicks, and a piece of Bread—and 
their deteſtable Principle that no Faith is 
to be kept with Hereticks, but that they 
are all to be deſtroyed and extirpated : 
Theſe you eſteem Hereſies of 20 note; 
tho' ſo expreſly forbidden and condemned 
in the word of God. Here you yourſelf 
differ foto cælo from all the Reformers, 
and contradict the Church of England in 
her Articles and Homilies, which ſpeak with 
juſt abhorrence of ſome of theſe Tenets 
of Popery, as the worſt Hereſies. But as 

mr this 
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this ſeems to be a darling Sentiment with 
you, I muſt leave you to enjoy it; yet I 
imagine you will find few Proteſtants, who 
will eſteem it an honour to you or the 
Church to which you belong, that you 
have endeavoured to ſoften the molt ex- 
ceptionable, abſurd, and dangerous Tenets 
of Popery, as if they were Hereſies and 
Errors of no note, while you aſperſe ſome 
of the ableſt defenders of the Proteſtant 
cauſe among us, and endeavour to leſſen 
the good influence of their writings, Is 
this an act of friendſhip to our truly apoſ- 
tolical Church? ¶ Dedicat.] A worthy di- 
vine of that Church, in your way of 


thinking, hath obſerved, < The beginnings 


of that ſpiritual infatuation, which ſo long 
detained the World in chains, darkneſs, 
and ſlavery under the tyranny of the church 
of Rome, were obſervable in St. Paul's 
time, and therefore deſerved a place in the 


liſt of thoſe peſlilent Herefies, by which 


the enemy of Souls attempted to defile 
the faith and diſturb the peace of the pri- 
mitive church.“ A very different idea of 
Popery from yours, and more agreeable 
to the doctrine of our church! 


* Newton's Review of Eccl, Hiſt. p. 347. 
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Oh! Sir, you are the Perſon, who have 
need to bluſh, if ever you bluſhed in your 


life p. 15,” for charging me moſt wrongfully. 


You in effect charge me with © daring to 
put the everlaſting unchangeable truths of 


the Goſpel upon a footing with old Univer- 


ſity Statutes and obſolete Acts of Parlia- 
ment.” But I neither put the everlaſting 
truths of the Goſpel, nor even the Arti- 
cles and Homilies of the Church upon 
that footing; yet I do, and will, and 
muſt, make a vaſt difference between the 
Authority of the everlaſting truths of the 
Goſpel, and that of Articles and Homi- 
lies of Man's drawing up, tho' you' ſeem 
to make little. I put the ſubſcribing and 
aſſenting to the particular phraſes, words 
and ſyllables of human Articles and Ho- 
milies, and to the ſenſe, in which the 
Compilers uſed them, upon ſomething 
of a like footing with ſwearing to keep 


old Univerſity Statutes, that cannot be 


kept, and ſwearing to execute obſolete 
Acts of Parliament. And this, in order 


to ſhow, that if a latitude be allowed and 
taken in one caſe, it ſeemeth not wicked 
to take it in the other. And as our Law or 
Governours leave (you ſay) a diſcretion” 

| | in 
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in one caſe, they do it as much in the other, 
ſince they take no notice of thoſe, who you 
think ought to be animadverted upon. 
The Articles are ſubſcribed and aſſented 


to by the Clergy. Students at the Uni- 
verſities ſwear to keep old Statutes, that 


cannot be kept. Juſtices of the Peace ſwear 


to keep and cauſe to be kept, obſolete 
Acts of Parliament. Now, as far as the 
act of ſubſcribing, aſſenting, and ſwearing, 
affects the conſcience or character of each, 
where is the material difference? Why 
muſt one be charged with prevarication 
for ſubſcribing, what they do not believe 
in the ſenſe of the Compilers (tho' it is 
alledged they do it, in the ſenſe of the 
preſent enforcers and receivers of their Sub- 
ſcriptions); and yet the others not be deem- 
ed guilty of prevarication and perjury in 
ſwearing to do, what they know in their 
conſciences they cannot do? The Clergy 
ſeem more vindicable, becauſe they ſub- 
ſcribe and aſſent to that, on which, they 
ſay, they can put a fair and good ſenſe. 
Tho' the particular Acts to which I re- 
ferred, are repealed, the Argument was 
good while they continued in force: And 
it is good ſtill, with regard to old Univer- 
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ſity Statutes and obſolete Acts of Parlia- 
ment, while the ſame Oaths are required 
of Students and Juſtices without alterati- 


on, as were formerly.——If you chuſe to 


reply to theſe Remarks, allow me again 
to calls upon you to declare, how the 


Clergymen of your Sentiments ſatisfy 


themſelves to ſubſcribe, and declare their 
unfeigned aſſent and conſent to plain con- 
tradictions? And to thoſe, which I have al- 
ready pointed out, in my former addreſs p. 
37, 38, I will now add, that the Athanaſi- 
an Creed and Burial-ofkice, in effect, contra- 
dict one another that the manner in which 
theſe Clergymen explain the doctrine, and 
urge the neceſſity of Regeneration, con- 
tradicts the Offices of Baptiſm, Confirma- 
tion and the Catechiſm that the rule for 
finding Eaſter is eſteemed and hath been 
proved by ſome learned Aſtronomers to 
be ſometimes falſe.— Theſe they ſub- 
ſcribe and aſſent to: nor do theſe Clergy- 
men, I preſume, © ſay morning and even- 
ing Prayer in the Churches, where they 
miniſter, when at home and not other- 
wiſe reaſonably hindered,” as the Com- 
mon Prayer-Book requireth. 

Your 
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Your long parallel p. 12—14, of the caſe 
of a Popiſb Prieſt ſubſcribing the Articles 
with the latitude pleaded for, will hardly 
hold. The Clergy of the Church of Eng- 

" land do many of them believe and profeſs, 
that they can and do put ſuch a fair ſenſe 
upon the Articles, that they can with a 

good conſcience ſubſcribe them: but a Po- 

piſh Prieſt can put no ſenſe upon ſome of 

them but what would evidently contradict 

his known principles, except he had the 

| effrontery to ſay, that two and ſeven were 
. the ſame. I am truly ſorry that the worthy 
peaceable pious Clergy are put under any 

difficulty of this kind, and think it high 

time the Church of England ſhould imi- 

tate the Church of Geneva in aboliſhing 

their Subſcriptions, or inſiſt only on the 

Clergy's ſubſcribing the Bible. For tho 

requiring ſuch Subſcriptions may and doth, 

keep out ſome worthy and conſcientious 

\ men from the Miniſtry of the Church, 
and reduces others, who do ſubſcribe, to 
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ſome difficulties and expoſes them to cen- 
ſure; yet it will never keep out Hypocrites, 
An orthodox Gentleman who lived not fifty | 
Miles from hence, having ſome money to i 
diſtribute among the Clergy, ſent for two _ [ 
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of them, whom he knew to be in ſtrait 
circumſtances. He informed them of his 
intention to ſerve them; but added, you 
muſt, before you receive the money, ſub- 
ſcribe ſuch and ſuch doctrinal Articles: 
e Mr. A. will you ſubſcribe?“ © No, Sir, 
nothing but my Bible.“ — Then you ſhall 
have no money. Mr. B. will you ſub- 
{cribe ?—* Whatever you pleaſe, Sir,” 


faith Mr. B. Then, adds the Gentleman, 


you ſhall have the money, and I will other 
ways be a friend to you. 

In your note, p. 23, you make a diſ- 
tinction between diſcipline and perſecution, 
which is ſo fine drawn, that it cannot 
be eaſily underſtood, as an affair of that 
importance ſhould be. I readily allow that 
the diſcipline of the Church, and the 
State too, ſhould be inflicted on z7mmoral 


practices. But I cannot ſee that either 
State or Church hath any thing to do 


with erroneous doctrines, which are not in- 
jurious to the peace of Society. The Pro- 
teſtant principle on this head is, that 
* none are to be ſubjected to civil penal- 
ties in any degree whatſoever, meerly on 
account of their Religious opinions, or 
eyen practices ariſing from them, if they 

are 
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are not detrimental to the peace of Soci- 

ety, which the Magiſtrate by his Office is 

obliged to preſerve, and injurious to the 

perſons or properties of others.” A man 

ought not, on account of his religious 

. principles whatever they may be, to be 
| abridged in thoſe liberties which peace- 
able Subjects are entitled to. And if your 

Sentiments differ from theſe, I cannot fee 

how they can be reconciled with thoſe of 

a Chriſtian and a Proteſtant, A certain wri- 

ter ſaith, of the Church of Scotland, that 

<« ſhe hath a very ſtrong Stomach for do- 

minion: but ſweetens it with a ſoft name, 
and calls it d:/cip/ine, which ſhe exerciles 

with little tenderneſs upon ſuch as offend 
her and gainſay her.” I think it is for 

the honour of the Church of England, 

that her diſcipline in %s reſpe& is totally 

relaxed. Tho', on the ſame Proteſtant j 

principles, I muſt agree with you, that 

© whoever ſuffers for his attachment to 

her doctrines or nonconformity to wick- | 

ed cuſtoms, 1s perſecuted for righteouſneſs | 

fake.” Your expreſſion of di/fturbing the 

peace of the Church hath an ill ſound ; as it 

hath formerly been urged as an argument 

by Papiſts and many called Proteſtants, | 
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for reſtraining and puniſhing all ſorts of 
Diſſenters from the Church, that they 
dijiurbed its peace. But how doth this af- 
fect Dr. Adams? I think you cannot pro- 
duce an inſtance, in which he hath diſ- 
turbed the peace of the Church by his 
erroneous doctrines. 1 know he hath done 
much to promote and preſerve it by his 
candour and benevolence. - He hath well 
fulfilled his ſolemn promiſe at his Ordi- 
nation © to maintain and ſet forward, as 
much as lieth in him quietneſs peace and 
love among all Chriſtians, and eſpecially 
among them that are committed to his 
charge.” Weak Bigots and fiery Zealots are 
the real diſturbers of the Church. How. 
is its peace affected by a quiet Arian, 
Socinian, or Pelagian Divine, any more 
than by a quiet Athanafian, Calviniſtical, 
or Hutchinſonan Divine? If either is fiery 
and turbulent, and will not let his neigh- 
bours peaceably enjoy their own ſentiments; | 
if he ſtrives and rails and cenſures thoſe 
that differ from him, he is the diſturber. 
From this Note, compared with your 
Letter to the Dr. I think every atten- 
tive Reader muſt perceive, that you ſe- 
cretly with the Dr. was brought under 


the 
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the diſcipline of the Church; and you 
have now confirmed, what I expreſſed 
my apprehenſion of before, that you an- 
| ſwer the character of Diotrepbes exactly, 
and would 640 him out of the Church. 
But you had need, Sir, carefully to ex- 
amine ſuch principles and ſuch a diſpo- 
ſition: for, if this be really your Tenet, 
it agrees indeed with the Sentiments of 
moſt of the Reformers, but is moſt diame- 
trically oppoſite to the whole Goſpel, and 
leads down to the chambers of blood.“ 
You complain p. 24, that “ a Diſ- 
courſe conformable to the doctrines of 
the eſtabliſhed Church, may be attacked 
as raſh, arrogant, deluſive, uncharitable, 
Sc. expreflions all quoted from Dr. A. 
dams's Sermon [tho' I cannot find them 
all there] without being thought unbe- 
coming. &c. Yet when the prevarication 
of thoſe, who oppoſe theſe Tenets is ex- 
1 poſed, then the cry of imprudence, heat, 
ſcurrility, abuſe, want of charity, &c. ſhall | 
be heard on every ſide.“ This is ſpe- 


* The true Religion hath ſuffered rather from the | 
relaxation of the Church-diſcipline than from ſeverity. 
8o ſaid that bloody 1 Laud, at his Trial. | 
Macaulay's Hiſt. V. iv. p. 
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cious, and will eaſily deceive a bigot- 
ed or a ſuperficial reader. But an im- 
partial judicious reader will ſoon perceive 
a wide difference between you and Dr. 
Adams: And I muſt intreat the careful 
attention of all my readers to this dif- 
ference. Dr. Adams deſcribes the na- 
ture, abſurdity and evil tendency of thoſe 
Doctrines which he diſapproves, in ſome 
of the language, which you quote from 
his Sermon. But then he faith nothing 
reflecting upon the hearts, or even the 
general character, of thoſe, who propa- 
gate them; only blames the andoubting 
confidence, the imperious deciſive air, and 
the raſh unguarded expreſſions, with which 
they propagate them. On the contrary, 
he, as I obſerved before, expreſſeth his 
abhorrence of cenſuring and condemning 
all, who embrace or propagate thoſe 
Doctrines; allows many of them to be 
eminent for piety and virtue, and bears 
an honourable Teſtimony to their re- 
proachable liues and zealous labours. This 
is real, genuine, conſiſtent charity. To 
do juſtice to the general character and 
conduQ, and ſpeak and think favoura- 
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bly of the views, deſigns and hearts, of 

thoſe, whoſe tenets we think ourſelves 

obliged to diſapprove and condemn ; this 

is evangelical charity. And it ſhows, by 

the way, how eaſily Dr. Adams's preach- 

il ing and publiſhing this offenſive Sermon 
| may be reconciled, with his expreſſions of 

candour, forbearance, and the moſt exten= 
five charity to thoſe who differ in opinion 
rem him, tho' you think it by 0 means 
«Zo be reconciled to them, p. 26, 
You, on the other hand, not only con- 
demn Dr. Adams's Tenets, but cenſure 
SEO. him perſonally, as inſincere, prevaricating, 
| &c, &c. You take upon you to judge 
his heart, ſeem to number him among 

the carnal and unregenerate, and actually 

repreſent him, and a/l others without ex- 

ception, who do not embrace your ſyſ- 

tem, as ſtrangers to the life and power, 

the conſolations and hopes of Chriſtia- 
nity, Let. p. 49, 50. Ed. 2d. This I call, 

and I think every ſenſible reader muſt 

call, raſh, arrogant, uncharitable, It is 
directly the reverſe of true evangelical 
Charity, and hath ſomething diabolically 

horrible in it, p. 28.——That you have 
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this ill opinion of Dr. Adams's heart, 
ſeems to be inſinuated p. 28, 29, 30. 1 


cannot dive into your meaning, except it 


be to prove, that he, with all his ex- 
ternal decency and regularity, his being 
a man of learning, benevolence, and a 


friend to Soctety, and ſuperiour to gro- 


velling mean gratifications, is nevertheleſs 
an unregenerate carnal man, and equally 
as far from real converſion to God, as 
the moſi abandoned profl:gate, p. 38. Your? 
repeated quotation from Fuller, that © the 
poiſon of heretical DoCtrines is never more 
dangerous, than when ſerved up in clean 
cups and wathed diſhes,” ſeems, in that 
connection, plainly to import this. If this 
be the caſe, it requires no great penetra- 
tion to judge, whether yours is fũue evans 
gelical charity, or a counterfeit charity. 

In p. 33, you repreſent my query 
e what were the diſpenſations to Adam, 
Noah, Abraham, Job, &c.” as a childiſh 
one. It is a common ſaying, “ a child 
may aſk more queſtions, than a wiſe man 


can anſwer,” I called your aſſertion, that 


eit is certain there were no other diſ- 
penſations from all eternity but the Law 


and 


MP, 


. 

and the Goſpe!” raſh and inaccurate. It 
was ra, to tay it ſo confidently, ſince 
we know, and can know, ſo little of 
the diſpenſations to Adam, Noah, Ce. 
It was znaccurate, becauſe you ſay there 
were no other but the Law and the Gofe 
fel. By the Law you undoubtedly mean 
the Law of Moſes, as St. Paul refers to 
it in the text you quote. Now as thoſe 
perſons lived before that Law, they mult 
according to you, be under the diſpen- 
ſation of the Goſped : and one would be 
glad to know what kind of Goſpel diſ- 
penſation it was, as this would explain 
ſome difficult paſſages of Scripture, and 
perhaps ſolve ſome problems in divinity. 
A modeſt writer would hardly take upon 
him to fay what you have aſſerted. 

Page 34, I called your long harangue 
a firange and ſhocking one with great juſ- 
tice. Not becauſe of the plain declara- 
tions of Scripture, but becauſe of your 
comment upon them ; which 1s, that all 
thoſe inſtitutions or appointments would 
appear to Reaſon unworthy of God, and 
ſome of them ridiculous in themſelves. 
I referred you to Tindall, and muſt a- 
gain 
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gain refer you to him, or his. anſwerers, 
that you may ſce what an ill uſe In- 


fidels make of ſuch harangues.“ 


As to my own religious principles and 
Tenets, you may judge of them what 
you pleaſe. I honour Mr. Baxter, I ho- 
nour Archbiſhop Tillotſon, and all other 
pious, moderate, and peaceable men, whe- 
ther in or out of the Church of Eng- 
land. I am an enemy to the pitiful diſ- 
tinction of Parties. I never read one of 
Mr. Baxter's controverſial Books; and if he 
was © an avowed enemy to the hah of 
England,” p. 3 5, which I am perſuaded he 
was not, he met with great friendſhip and 
countenance from ſome of its moſt worthy 
Members, particularly Bp. Wilkins, and Sir 
Matthew Hale; and had honourable teſ- 
timonies borne to his worth by Abp. 770. 
fot fon, Bp. Stillingfleet, Drs. Barrow, Glan- 
ville, Sherlock, &c. His practical writings I 


* You will find ſome others of my mind, particu- 
larly the authors of the monthly Review; who ſay, 
4 this Author hath ſeconded the moſt daring attempts 
of the Free-thinkers ; and we ſhall not tranſcribe the 
paſſages, becauſe we would not be acceſſary to the 
furniſhing out ſo rich an entertainment to the enemies 
of Revelation.” Review for April 1770, P. 334- 
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eſteem and admire. By a Sec he doth 
not mean a ſeparation only, but a Party 
formed in a Church in favour of parti- 
cular Tenets, to the diſturbance of the 
peace of that Church and the deſtructi- 
on of that Charity which Chriſtians of 
different ſentiments ought to have for one 
artbther. Accordingly he uſeth the word 
Se and Party promiſcuouſly and as ſy- 
nonymous terms, in that Section, part of 
which I quoted. And you muſt allow 
me to ſay, that you have done much to 
breed a diviſion and ſchiſm of the worſt 
kind in the church of England (for your 
Greek Teſtament will ' ſhow you, that 
there may be a ſchiſm in a Church, with- 
out ſeparation from it *) by miſrepreſent- 
ing and traducing ſome of its greateſt or- 
naments, prejudicing people againſt their 
Miniſters as well as one another, and de- 
ſtroying their reputation and uſefulneſs. 
Thus you are, in Mr. Baxter's ſenſe, and 
indeed in the worſt ſenſe of the word, a 
ſectariſt; and his advice in your caſe is 
very ſalutary. 


John ix. 16, 1 Cor. i. 10. xi. 18. 
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Whether I am, or am not, a Diſlenter, 
p. 35, 36, is of no conſequence. You 


are at liberty to attack my avowed prin> 


ciples. I will only tell you, that if J am 
a member of the eſtabliſhed Church, I 
am not a high Churchman, nor weakly 
bigoted to its forms and ceremonies z and 
I live upon peaceable and friendly terms 
with my diſſenting Neighbours. If Iam a 
Diſſenter, I am no enemy to the Church 
of England, unleſs you eſteem all Diſ- 
ſenters its enemies; elſe Dr. Adams and 
ſome other very reſpectable Clergymen of 
that Church, would not honour me with 
their friendſhip, —I have not concealed 
my real Sentiments in the matters contro- 
verted between you and the Dr; and as 
for what you call a mean artifice to do it, 
it is perhaps moſt advantageous to the cauſe 
I am pleading to keep myſelf concealed, 
You well know that it is uſual for ano- 
nymaus writers to perſonate what pro- 
feſſion or denomination is moſt favourable 
to their deſigns. Did you ever hear of 
any one that deſpiſed the learned Dr. 
Bentley, becauſe in his judicious and full 
anſwer to Collins's - on Nun. 

he 


' 


[8 


th. 


ED 


he called himſelf Phileleutherus Lipfenſfs, 


and wrote under a character correſpondent 
to that name, even as a Lutheran Divine ? 
But you want to be ſure what profeſſion 
and religious perſuaſion I am of, that you 
may fix on ſomething per/onal, have a 
better opportunity to treat me, as you 


have done the Dr. and /hoot out your An- 
 r0ws, even bitter words, I am therefore 


deſirous to ſave you, as far as poſlible, 


from further expoſing yourſelf. 


I leave the Miniſters you condemn 
p. 37, entirely to your mercy, and have 
not a word to ſay in their favour. They 
are the proper ſubjects of Church- diſci- 
pline; tho' thoſe of them that are He- 


quently found in Pot-bouſes, may and ought 


to be diſciplined by the . of the 
Peace. 

I will now, Sir, take my law of you 
and my Readers, with again urging upon 
their minds and yours a thought, which 
I eſteem of very. great importance at all 
times, and eſpecially in ſuch a controver- 
ſy as this, And that you may not think 
me diſaffected to the Church of England, 
I will give it in the words of Archbiſhop 

N | Wake, 
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Wake, whoſe attachment to the Church, 
eſpecially after he became Primate, was 
never doubted : © In matters of Fazth, a 
man is to judge for himſelf; and the 


Scriptures are a clear and ſufficient Rule 


for him to judge by. Therefore if a man 
be evidently convinced, upon the beſt 
inquiry he can make, that his particular 
belief is founded upon the Word of God, 
and that of the Church is not, he is ob- 
liged to ſupport and adhere to his own 
belief, in oppoſition to that of %e Church. 
The reaſon of this muſt be very evident 


to all, who own, not the Church, but the 
Scriptures, to be the ultimate Rule and 


Guide of tbeir Faith, If they ate con- 
vinced that there is a diſagreement in any 
points of Faith, between the voice of 
the Church and that of Scripture, they 
muſt ſtick to the latter, rather than 
the former. They muſt follow the /#- 
pericur, not the mferiour, Guide, This 
method is moſt juſt and reaſonable. and 
moſt agreeable to the Conſtitution of the 
- Church of England, which doth not take 
upon her to be abſolute Miſtreſs of her 
members, but allows a higher place and 
authority 
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authority to the guidance of the Holy 
Scripture, than to that of her own Deci- 


ions.“ * 
While 1 am finiſhing this Poſtſcript, 


Jam glad to peruſe another Letter to 


you from a very ſenſible and candid Wri- 
ter, and to find that he intends to pro- 


ceed, in a ſeries of Letters, to examine 


your aſſertions and cenſures. His learn- 
ing and abilities, ſo much ſuperiour to 
mine, will enable him to execute this de- 
ſign in a manner more honourable to Dr. 
Adams and our Church, more acceptable 


to the publick, and more ſubſervient to 


the intereſts of truth, holineſs and love, 
than my curſory remarks could be. I 
am therefore glad to leave you and the 
cauſe in his hands, and heartily wiſh him 
ſucceſs in this very laudable deſign, 


* Jake's Defence of the Expoſition of the Doc- 
trine of the Church. of England, againſt Boſſuet, 
p- 81, &c. 
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WE Teſt of true and al Ife Dottrines. A 


Sermon © preached in the Pariſh 
Church of St. Chad, Salp ; on September 


24, 1769. By William Adams, D. D. 


3 Te ſecond en. s 6 6 
C 


marks on a Letter from the Author of 


Pietas Oxonienſis to the Rev. Dr. Adams, 
of Shrewſbury ; occaſioned by the Publi- 
cation of his Sermon preached at St. Chad 8, 
entitled, A 76% of true and falſe Doctrines. 


"By a Pariſhioner of St. Chad 's. Price 18. 


The Firſt of a Series of Letters to the 


Author of Pietas Oxentenfis, in Anſwer to 


his Letter to the Rev. Dr. Adams, of 
Shrewſbury; | occaſioned by the Publica- 
tion of his Sermon, entitled A 7% of true 


and falſe Doftrines, 2 9 5 
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